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The question was then taken on Mr. Ricwarp- 

mendment, and there were—ayes 43, noes 

» quorum voting. ‘ 
‘HARDSON demanded tellers; which 


‘. BIC 
» & 
Mi dered; and Messrs. Lockuarr and Mc- 


vs 


were appointed. 

» . : ’ i 
nestion was then taken, and the tellers 
that there were—ayes 54, noes 64. 


AN AIR 
i { 


| 





e , So the amendment was not agreed to. 
\ message was here received from the Senate, 
by Mr. Dicxis, its Secretary, as follows: 
ax cocakeR: The Senate have passed a bill of this 
a al the following ttle, viz: H. R. No. 120, An act 
pious rzing certain soldiers of the late war with Great Bri 
= ' ‘surrender the bounty lands drawn by them, and to 
rg ' .. others in lieu thereof, without amendment. The 
4 bo : ro have also passed bills of the following titles, viz: 8. 
F S wy) An act for the relief of the heirs of Lieutenant 
3. . Heury Miller, late of Pennsylvania, for services in 
‘ evolutionary war. S. No, 434, An act for the relief of 
ba rd B Lee. 8. No. 533, An act for the reliefof James 
3 Wormsley ; in which | am directed to ask the concurrence 
4 of this House. } 
‘ , . 
™ Mr. HOUSTON. I demand the previous ques- 
3 tion upon may motion. 
m Mr. FICKLIN. I ask the gentleman from Al- 
es obama toamend his resolution by making the hour 


osing the debate, three o’clock. 
© Only 38 gentlemen voting, the previous question 
3 was not seconded. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will modify my resolution 
eo asto make the time for closing debate two hours 
after the House shall have resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
oF ion. 

© The resolution, as modified, was then adopted. 
4 Mr. HOUSTON. I now propose that the 
©) House shall resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

™ Mr. STANLY. I hope that the gentleman 
from Alabama will allow committees to be called 
S for reports for anhour. I demand tellers upon the 
gentleman’s motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. GayLorp 
and LockHaRT were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
| ported—ayes 75, noes net counted. 
= The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
> Committee of the Whole on thestate of the Union, 
» (Mr. Ricuarpson in the chair,) and resumed the 
onsideration of House bill No. 332, making ap- 
ropriations for the support of the Military Acad- 
™ emy for the year ending the 30th of June, 1854. 
© TheCHAIRMAN. When the committee rose 
© on yesterday, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
3 Pox] was entitled to the floor. 


| ACQUISITION OF CUBA—LIEUT. GENERAL. 


Mr. POLK. As T entered this Hall vesterdav 
morning, on returning from the enjoyment of the 
Christmas holidays, | found my friend from North 


I 








“aor J ied 


be Carolina [Mr. Venasie] discussing the Cuban 


» question. { listened to him with a great deal of 


= pleasure, and admired the adroitness with which 


ay 


he plied his arguments; but, at the same time, it 
| struck me that he occupied a strange position, being 


me 80 closely affiliated with the recently-published 
4 opinions of General Cass in the Senate. It has 
= employed my attention ever since, to ascertain 
Es whether my friend from North Carolina has turned 
= old fogy, or whether General Cass has turned JSire- 
= ‘ater. They occupy the same position. It may 


be possible that General Cass, aware of the great 
care which the executor of the character of Calhoun 


s 


rE has taken of him, may consider himself under 


Some sort of obligation, as the last of the noble 


s) Spirits in the Senate, to let his mantle fall also upon 


+} 
t 


e shoulders of so worthy an executor. He says 
5 ‘at he is opposed to the acquisition of any terri- 

tory at all. 
adopted the principles contained in the report of 
the Secretary of War. If he is going to make it 
an ultra doctrine, he will go in for that report, 
which proposes to sell New Mexico to the In- 
Gians, Delegate and all. {Laughter.] Probably we 
are growing too large. 
he gentleman, in another of his positions, says 


. 


iat at this time everything entitled to freedom en- | 


14 | 


| against the “ filibusters,”’ 


I can only conceive, then, that bie has | 
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joys it. Would not the declaration of such a senti- 
ment have suited better the English Parliament in 
1776 than the American Congress of 1853? | will 
not stop to enter upon an examination of the mis- 
chief which will result from the promulgation of 
such a doctrine. I will not stop to examine the 
effect which it must have upon our own institutions. 
Are you for shutting down the gates, and becom- 
ing as oppressive as England was to us, and show 
to the world that you are unworthy of freedom? 
How do you know that all who are entitled to 
freedom enjoy it? Have those who are the sub- 
jects of kingly Powers tried it? Have they had 
as fair an opportunity as we have had to test the 
experiment? No, sir. And here | dismiss my 
old friend from North Carolina, [Mr. Vewnante, | 
who, in the few days intervening between the lasi 
session and this, has thrown off all of youth, and 
gone soul and body to ** fogyism.’’ ‘ 

Sir, | notice that the course of Mr. Fillmore 
upon the Cuban question, has been entirely ap- 
proved by some men belonging to our own party, 
and by Democratic newspapers scattered here and 
there throughout the country, and | believe the 
gentleman from North Carolina did same 
thing yesterday. I do not approve of it. Why? 
[ object to the slaughter of the fifty men at Ha- 
vana. Why do I object to it? The treaty of 
commerce, peace, and navigation, between the 
United States and Spain, required the President 
to issue his proclamation. I cannot say that | 
admire the phraseology, the form, or the extent 
of that proclamation, but when it was issued we 
had performed our part of thetreaty. Did Spain 
or the Cuban authorities, when those men were 
taken in arms, observe the treaty and give a fair 
and open trial,with all the privileges of counsel to 
the prisoners before execution? A treaty between 
two Governments must be mutually observed or 
it is nothing. I say that the Government of the 
United States observed their feature of the treaty 
and that the Government of Spain violated theirs. 
Although those fifty men were taken in arms, 
yet by the treaty between the two Governments, 
they had a right to a fair, impartial, public trial. 


the 


That is a distinct stipulation in the treaty, but the | 
Spanish authorities mocked it, and those men were | 


tried, if tried at all, in secret, and were carried out 
and shot down in violation of the treaty, which 
Mr. Fillmore was trying to carry out. If he was 
so anxious to carry out the provisions of the treaty 
why did he not show 
equal industry and equal good-will in carrying out 
that feature of it which guarantied to those men 
a fair trial, a fair hearing, which every American 
can demand of any Power with which we have 
the usuaL treaty stipulations? 

Mr. BROOKS. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I wish to correct him with regard to a matter 
of fact. Those persons all had trials before the 
courts of Havana. They were openly examined, 
and each end every one of them had a fair trial. 

Mr. POLK. Justice in this country is an altar 
at which we worship. But 1 am astonished to 
find that the gentleman from New York approves 
of Spanish justice. Will you subject the Ameri- 
can citizen to it who is not protected by this, | had 
almost said pusillanimous Administration; but I will 
not say it. Does the gentleman from New York 
approve of that, and say that our Government was 
correct in submitting to a mock trial of these men 
before a military commission, without any coun- 
sei upon the behalf of the prisoners, without an 
opportunity of communicating with their friends, 
and without even the poor privilege of bringing 
the facts to light connected with their guilt, if in- 
deed they were guilty at all? 

Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman is in error. 

Mr. POLK. I cannot yield to the gentleman. 
He will have an opportunity of replying to me. 

Mr. BROOKS. I fear I shall not have the op- 
portunity, unless I interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. POLK. Well, sir, 1 say that this Govern- 
ment stands in this light before Europe and the 
world; you have had fifty men slaughtered in 
Cuba in violation of a treaty obligation, and you 
submit to it. 
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Is that all the submission? Is that the only ig- 
nominy that brands itself upon the American char- 
No, sir. We not only 
submit to that, but we break down the American 
honor by avreeing 
honor of the 


acter in this connection? 


to salute a returning consul in 
hter—I mean the return of the 
sul to New Orleans. 

. 


slaug 
Spanish C 


Sir, what sort of look for from 
not 
W hat wreng, nations will 


ask, can we perpetrate to drive you mte a detense 


: respect can we 
‘country? What indiznity will 


yw to r flaw? 
vin ur flag 


any foreicn 


be sn 


of your honor? if the pohey of this Administra- 
tion is carried out, the only question with for- 
eign nations will be, not ** will this offend ?’’ but 


‘*to what 
te 


extent can we offend?’’ I[ will not stop 
> number the ignominies, one, two, three, and 
four. I will 


case, 


not stop to discuss the Thrasher 
I will not stop to discuss the Crescent City 
case, because I do not feel that I could throw any 
light on the question, unless I had time for proper 
preparation. 1 intended on yesterday merely to 
enter into the discussion while the blood was up, 
and while the If, how- 
ever, of this Administration was ex- 


debate was nr 


vressing 
tne course 
amined upon the slaughter of those fifty men in 
Havana, upon the Crescent City case, and upon 
the Thrasher case, it would be found that it had 
diserraced the Government in each instance 

Mr. Chairman, is that all with regard to Cuba? 


The be st wav to present this question 18: He W 
stands our diplomatic corps in Europe? Are 
our diplomatic agents respected there? Is our 


Minister to France respected? Are his declarations 


upon the part of his Government respected? Is 
the American Minister to Spain respected? Are 
his declarations respected? Are any of our Min- 
isters respected upon the Continent? I do not 


pretend to say that our respectability has been 


compromised by either one of the distinguished 
gentlemen who represent us abroad in a diplomatic 
capacity, by any act of theirs. Sir, I say that 
this Administration has broken down the respectabil- 
ity and the honor of the nation abroad. How so? 
By the publication of a which 
bears the mark of privacy upon ts face, and which 
was declared to be private and confidential. Mr. 
S:anders applied to the Spanish Minister of For- 
| eign Affairs for an interview, stating that it was 
lo be private and confidential. Of course, the results 
of the interview were 
spective Governments—that is, 


correspondence 


communicated to the re- 
this Government 
and Spain—but Mr. Saunders states, in all his let- 
to Mr. Buchanan, that the interviews were 
private, ind that his Government would so con- 
sider them. Are they private now? 
Suppose, Mr. Chairman, that you were Minis- 
ter toa foreign Power at this hour, and that 


i 
necessary for your Government that you s 


ters 


it was 
hould 
have an interview with the Minister of Foreign Af- 
fairs, for the purpose of sh iping and forming its 
action on any great question, and you went to the 
Minister of Foreign Relations and said: ‘* Sir, my 
Government has something to communicate, and 
I desire a private interview with you,’ ** Well,” 
he would reply, “I will give you an interview, 
but what guarantee shall | have that what | say is 
private Your Government belrays .confidence 
Your Government has compromised all youn ability 
for diplomacy in ascertaining facts and carrying out 
the purposes of your international policy W hat 
sort of a position is that for so great a Government 
as this to be in? At home we can 
honor, but abroad, an Executive upon a simple 
application for information under the usual pro- 


maintain our 


Vision muy compromise i. 
Sir, there were two purposes in the publication 
' 


Si- 


ro] . ik. nm that aaaal oad 
of that correspondence, and they ere clear and ¢ 


tinct. One purpose was— ind it shows how party 


tactics can be brought to bear—to make an issue 
in the late presidential election wpon the Cuba 
question. That was the first objectin view. The 


next object in view wasto prevent the acquisition of 
Cuba at any time, and to let theabolitionists of the 
North know the position of a Democratic Adn 
istration upon the question, and that coming fi 
the South. Is Mr. Fillmore censurable for thisr 
i I dislike to assail a dying Administration. I dis- 
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like to place my foot upon its neck, and in the, tory of Washington, shall be dimmed by a fly- 


hour of Democratic triumph sing hosannas of vic- 
tory. It is not my purpose to do so. But I think 
the world should know in some distinct form that 
the American people, in their power and sover- 
eignty, condemn and censure the action of the 


Fillmore has done. Personally, | have no objec- 
tion to Mr. Fillmore. Up to that hour, I had no 
objection to his Administration. It is as good asa 
Whig Administration can be. But I charge him 
with having broken down the dignity of our Gov- 
ernment abroad for the sake of accomplishing par- 
ty purposes, and preventing the annexation of an 
island which is the key to the Gulf of Mexico, 
and is essential to the South. 

I turn now to a question introduced on yester- 
day by my friend from Mississippi, [Mr. Wi1- 
cox }—the resolution which came from the Senate 
conferring the lieutenant generalship upon Gen- 
eral Scott. I do trust that I shall be properly 
understood upon this question. I do not oppose 
the resolution from any personal considerations. 
I oppose it upon principle. I oppose it because 
the records do not show that General Scott is en- 
tirely worthy of the honor. I know that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Gormawn,] who intro- 
duced the resolution into this House, is prompted 
by the most patriotic and magnanimous motives. 
I know that the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. 
Ciemens,} who introduced it into the other wing 
of the Capitol, was prompted by motives of 
magnanimity, such as beleng to his soldier heart 
and his innate Democratic generosity. I oppose 
it upon that point of magnanimity, and I assume 
that General Scott has never been magnanimous 
to friend or foe; and it is a draft upon the Democ- 
racy that I am not willing, at this hour or any 
other, to accept. His whole life is conclusive upon 
the point that he never was magnanimous to friend 
or to foe. 1 will take his controversy with Trist, 
if it is necessary to fish up such a question; but 
he is dead, and charity suggests to say amen! I 
will go to others. I will take his controversy with 
Wilkinson; I will take his controversy with Jack- 
son; I will take his controversy with De Witt 
Clinton; I will take his controversy with Worth; 
I will take his controversy with Pillow; I will take 
his controversy with Duncan; and if I chose to 
go on, | might enumerate nearly every officer that 
ever was under his command. 

And more than these, | have read, with high re- 
gard for the chivalry of the young officers of our 
Navy, their sullen service on the coast of Mexico 
before the capture of Vera Cruz. Hungered for 
bread, famished for water, burning for battle——no 
foe to fight but a deadly climate—these gallant 


sailors stood amid storm and disease, awaiting an | 


opportunity to signalize themselves in a battle that 
might not be bloodless. At the siege of Vera 
Cruz the young officers of the Navy landed an 
army, upon an open sea-coast, in a manner such 
as never an army was landed before. Hundreds 
were drowned at Algiers by the navy of France, 
when that country was invaded by their army, 
but not a man was hurt in that most manieae 
movement of the American Navy. When this 
gallant army was landed on the shore of Mexico, 
the yeung officers of the Navy asked to partici- 


pate in the fight on shore—did General Scott evince , 


magnanimity in giving those who had so success- 
fully landed his army an opportunity to partici- 
pate in the glory of the battle? No, no! But 
they performed what he had assumed to be an 
utter impracticability. They established their 


celebrated naval battery, and the breach in the walls | 


of Vera Cruz, by which the capitulation was more 
easily consummated, was the result of the gal- 
lantry of our naval officers. What mention, | 
pray, did General Scott ever make of these gallant 
sailors? 

Sir, in granting this honor to General Scott, 


does this House understand that the historian will || 


regard it as an indorsement of his conduct in all 
these controversies? By passing this resolution, 
you would place him upon the page of the history 
of his country, indorsed by conferring upon him 
an honor which the Father of his Country only 
a in memory. Are you willing to place 

im upon an equality with Washington? Are you 
willing that fifty or a hundred years hence, when 
the American people come to read the events 
which mark the progress of the Republic, that the 
glory which adorns the page that contains the his- 


‘| ‘absence, have had frequent applications from the greater 


|| shaw wounded Scott. 


leaf containing an equal reputation for Winfield 
Scott? 

This resolution, it seems to me, has been sug- 
gested rather as an apology for the Democrats—as 


|| saying, ‘* We Democrats have given you Whigs 
President who compromises theircharacter as Mr. || 


such a whipping that we are sorry for it.’”’ Sir, 


|| Iam not sorry for it. I am not penitent. I glory 


in it, and I have no apology to make, sir, upon 
this matter of generosity. History furnishes proof 
of how much generosity General Scott deserves. 
I do not present them as an argument on my part; 
but allow me to present three witnesses. I will 
not seek them from any obscure position, but | 
will take witnesses who have filled the highest 
stations in office in the State, nation, and Army, 
and ask if you will believe them. 

Wilkinson, in his history, charges General Scott 
with duplicity—with having presented one sentiment 
to his face and adoptiug a different tone of senti- 
ment behind his back. But there is a coincidence 
murking itself, viz: that Wilkinson, Jackson, and 
De Witt Clinton, all at different times and under 
different circumstances, without the possibility of 
any concert of action, charge him with duplicity, 
false acknowledgments of friendship, and absence 
of corresponding responsibility. Bat, sir, I will 
read the testimony itself, with some comments, 

| made by a gentleman who has carefully collated 
the facts here set forth, and is well qualified to 
speak concerning them: 


* WILKINSON AND Scort.—General Wilkinson was the 
first to suffer from Scott’s unhappy propensity to decry su- 
periors. In 1814,a memoir of General Scott, (gotten up 
by himself, as Gen. Wilkinson alleges,) abuses the latter as 
the author of the charges on which he, Seott, was convicted 
and suspended in 1809. Wilkinson shows that this was 
false by record evidence;—gives au account of his relations 
with Scott from the day when, as a young captain, the lat- 
ter joined his army onthe Mississippi. Seott had written 
an abusive letter against him on the way to New Orleans, 
in consequence of Captain Bankhead being placed over 

| him in command, on the transports which conveyed their 
compauies. On his arrival at New Orleans, Scott thus in 

} troduced himself, says Wilkinson: ‘ It is probabie, Gen- 
‘eral, you may have heard of my having written a free letter 
‘to you, in which, under a false impression, I took liberty 
‘ with you, which I now regret.’ ‘had received,’ contin- 
ues Wilkinson, ‘no such letter, and interrupted him by 
‘observing that my ears were not open to informers, and 
‘ that the acknowledgment of an error was all that a liberal 
‘mind could desire.’ Scott had suppressed the abusive let- 
ter, and after having read itto others, took this mode of 
preventing its injurious effects to himself through rumors 
reaching the general. He took the occasion which the 
kind feeling produced by his frank apology, to solicit a fur- 
lough from tue general to return to Virginia, telling him, 
says Wilkinson, that there was an ‘ obligation which impe- 
riously required his presence in Virginia, and that I might 
readily conceive what delicacy forbid his mentioning.’ Wil- 
kinson indulged him. After Seott had left the army, stating 
that he would resign and not return, Lieut. J. H. T. Estes, 
of Virginia, addressed the following note to General Wil- 
kinson, to be forwarded to the War Department: 


“Camp Terre Beor, July9, 1810. 
*¢ Sir: Captain Winfield Scott having left the service 
‘of the United States, and I being the oldest officer in his 


| * part of the men now under my command for two months’ 
‘pay due them, to wit: September and October, 1808, 
‘which money | know that Captain Scott received at 
‘Richmond, and has not accounted to the men for, and 
‘ herein inclose a pay roll, made out by Captain W. Scott, 

| ‘for September and October, with the affidavit of the men 
‘present, that they have not received their money from 
“thim for the above-mentioned time; and IT do certify that 

| ¢the remarks made by me on the pay-roll opposite their 

‘names are accurate and just to the best of my knowledge. 
***T am respectfully, your obedient servant, 

*< JOHN H. T. ESTES. 


*¢¢ General WILKINSON.’ 


‘¢ Dr. Upshaw, of Virginia, had been involved in a quar- 
rel by Scott before he left New Orleans. A challenge 

passed, but the illness of Upshaw up to the time when Scott 
| left, prevented a meeting. When Upshaw heard of Estes’s 
| statement, he pronounced Scott’s retaining of the men’s 
| pay arobbery. He presented charges against Scott before 
| a court-martial, after Wilkinson was superseded in the 
| command of the army by Hampton. The charges were: 

«1, * For drawing two months of his company’s pay, and 
| * withholding it from his men,’ 
| 2. © For seditious and insubordinate language respecting 
| § the Commanding General, declaring that if he should go 
* into the field with him, he would carry one pistol for the 
‘enemy and one for the General.’ 


| ‘** Upshaw prosecuted the charges against the earnest so- 


|| licitations of Wilkiuson to desist, the latter desiring to 


suppress a feud which at last ended in a duel in which Up- 
The judgment of the court was as 
| follows: 
| © After due deliberation, &c., the court find the prisoner 
| guilty of the first charge, but acquit him of fraudulent in- 
* tentions ; and of the second charge of speaking disrespect- 
| fully of the Commanding General, but not of the words 
| ‘charged; and sentence him to one year’s suspension from 
‘rank, pay, and emoluments.’ 
* Wilkinson, in his further detail of his relations with 
Scott, shows that Scott never forgave him, although the 
| injured party, and one who still strove to save him from 


i] oe er > 
the difficulties in which he involved himself 


































_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| son’s unlucky campaign, § 


‘ affected to pour balm into my afflicted bos 


| military. 












Jan. 4, 


kinson was put in command over him in 1813 When Wi 


; , in the ; 
Scott (then Colonel) again approached the Seamus a 
same way as at New Orleans, and the at in the 


latter a 
. : e : . S241 waiy, 
all explanations; told him he ‘ was ready to consi ary 


oblivion ;’ and afterwards gave him opportunit 
says ‘ excited the jealousy and discontent of seni : 
in the camp,’ and was finally repaid for all his haa ae 
and kindness, when he was broken down by it oa . 
misfortune, by ingratitude and treachery, ” After W h and 
¢ cott came to his sick poop, 
there, says Wilkinson, ‘ He pressed my ¥ 
‘hand, and when I complained of my hy 


d 
2" all ty 
13 Which ho 


and 
leek! ‘ ° 
Jeeble, helpless 
trd fort 


une, 4 


. : som hy 
‘me that, although his relutions with Ge, eral Hus "g 
: ; ; im 
‘would prevent his saying anything against thet om, Pron 
a 


eT, » 


conduct should be placed on its proper ground, and that be 


© would vindicate it against censure.’ 
, <6 With these professions on his lips, which the 
of mercies can witness, were made to me by () 

* Scott, he arrives at Albany, and there discovering thay ¥,, 
‘Secretary of War had determined to make me the ...- 
‘ goat for the failure of the campaign, he yields to 
‘hatred of aman whom he had too deeply Injured to forg;, 
‘and forgetting my treatment of him, and his own yu) eve, 
‘ promises, he outstrips the perfidy on the Miss 
‘as I have been informed, and do verily believe, atie;py:,4 
‘in whispers to blast my character by imputing to aren ; 
‘beastly crime of drunkenness ata time I labored under, 
‘ disease that menaced my life.’ This charge was Seats 
against Wilkinson, on which (as well as all tho — 
charges for which he was tried) he was acquitted: ang he 
dismisses his account of Scott’s various attacks oy | oe a 
summing up his character in these words: ‘4 noisy p, y 
ocrat—a silent Federalist—a subtle tyrant, who would sos... 
reign in hell than serve in heaven.’ This was jp jx)~ 
Whether there is any truth in this severe opinion. »., 
nounced by an exasperated man, the public will 
from the history of Scott’s conduct towards all others asc 
ciated with him in public life, a history gleaned from 
lic documents. ”’ 


That is the testimony of Wilkinson as to th. 
ourity of the motives of General Scott; by 
V ilkinson may be assailed; his character may \ 
lost sight of. Let us see if we have another wi. 
ness. Clear the track for Old Hickory. Let: 
Sage of the Hermitage speak. Who, during his 
life, or at any other subsequent period, dare im- 
peach his veracity? He was a man of sterling 
honesty. His bitterest enemy acknowledged that, 
Let Old Hickory speak as to the worthiness of 
General Scott for the position in which it is sought 


Father 


the seape. 


his seeres 


ntary 


ISSIDpi, and 


» Pro- 
} 
be yds 


pud 


e 


| to place him. 


eneral Jackson, in 1817, was in the western 
country. General Scott was in New York, as a 
military man, in military circles and in fashionable 
society,- denouncing General Jackson for some 
commands he had given in Florida. An anony- 
mous letter was addressed to General Jackson 
upon the subject. He immediately, as a gener. 
ous heart prompted, inclosed it to General Scott, 
to know whether the statement was true. Scott 
then comes out in a long pamphlet, in which he 
admits that it was true. 

What does General Jackson say in answer? 
Time will not permit detail. I will read the tes- 
timony, accompanied by the comments of the 
same gentleman to whom [| have before referred: 


“© GENERAL JACKSON AND GENERAL Scorr.—General 


| Jackson, another superior officer, became obnoxious to 


General Seott’s envy and hostility. His exploits in the war 
of 1612, and his chastisement of the Spanish Florida author 
ity, and the British brigands operating through the Semi- 
noles, who spread havoc along our helpless southern fron- 
tier in 1817, had excited against General Jackson the 
jealousy of all the aspirants for the Presidency, civil and 
The civilians assailed Jackson in Congress. Gen- 
eral Scott charged him in his conversations in city circles 
and military coteries with mutiny, for issuing a general or- 
der declaring that commands to his inferior officers must be 
made through him. General Jackson was informed, by 
an anonymous letter from New York, of these attacks. fle 
did not eredit the letter, but wrote Scott a frank note, in- 
closing a copy of it to him, and concluded by saying: 

“© Thave not permiited myself for a moment to believe 
‘that the conduct ascribed to you is correct. Cundor, how- 





‘ever, induces me to lay them before you, that you may 
‘ have it in your power to say how far they be correcty 
© stated,’ 

* General Scott replied in an elaborate argument to sup- 
port his charge before the public, (for his letter was atter- 
wards circulated in pamphlet.) He could not deny burthat 
if a commanding General had his officers, and portions o! 
his army on special service under him, ordered elsewhere 
without his knowledge, that it might be alike fatal to hia 
and to the public interest committed to his charge. Neverthe- 
less, by way of bearding General Jackson, and impressing 
the charge against him of being a MUTINEER, Scott aces 
(while admitting the sound reason of Jackson's order 
that ‘ @ private and respectful remonstrance, theref pre, ap 
* pears to have been the only mode of redress which cir um 
* stances admitted of. An appeal to the army or the pul- 
‘ lic, before or after such remonstrance, seems to have beens 
‘ greater irregularity than the measure complained oj—° 
‘reprobate that measure publicly as the division order d = 
‘ was to mount still higher in the scale of indecorum; but when 
| ‘the order goes as far as to prohibit to all officers in the 
‘ vision, an obedience to the commands of the Preside nt , 
| the United States, unless received through division heua- 
‘ quarters, it appears to me that NOTHING BUT MUTINY and 
| § DEFIANCE CAN BE UNDERSTOOD OR INTENDED. 
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rowing down the gauntlet to General J ackson, 
got that he was not dealing with General 
son took it up, resolved to bring itto a 
arbitrament, Or, at least, to give a new schooling to 

ea i , military deportment and moral principles. 

tin his Scott, in reply— 

; es your recollection serve? In what school 
re you taught that toa letter inquiring 
f poe ature of a supposed injury, clothed in language 
nto the nt i unexcepuiovable, an answer should be given, 
pous insolence and bullying expression: 
t what was charged upon you by an anony 
,orrespondent was unfounded: I hoped so, from the 
NO a t General Scott was a soldier and a gentleman ; 
‘petiet | see these statements directly confirmed by his 
re cele it becomes a matter of inquiry how far a man 


ta thus th 
champion ft 
Wilkinson. Jack 


scot , 
«s He asks 
‘Pray, SU, do 
josophy we 
éj 
decorous an 
uched in pou 

{ had hoped tha 


wi Ww Ore ; . 
wo ; swable feelings can reconcile them to himself longer 


set up a claim to that character. Are you ignorant, sir, 
vat had my order, at which your refined judgment is so 
aaa ely touched, been made the subject of inquiry, you 
. Soa your standing, not your character, have been 
ae stituted one of my judges? How very proper then 
ae it, thus situated, and without any knowledge of any 
‘a “the attendant circumstances, for you to have prejudged || 
“a whole matter? This at different times, and in the cir- 
’ ; 

j 

{ 

| 


_iv of your friends, you could do; and yet, had I been ar- 
iad med, and you detailed as one of my judges, with the 
iocigns of an assassin lurking under a fair exterior, you 
¢ would have approached the holy sanctuary of justice. Is 
ceonduct like this congenial with that high sense of dig 
‘pity that should be seated in a soldier’s bosom? Is it due 
hen a brother officer, to assail in the dark, the reputation 
‘of another, and stab him at a moment when he cannotex 
bunt it? I might insult an honorable man by questions 
‘.yeh as these, but shall not expect that they will harrow 
‘yp one, Who must be dead to ail those feelings that are the 
jaracteristies of a gentleman.’ 

“ And after presenting in still stronger lights ‘the abomi- 
‘nable crime of detraction—of slandering behind his back a 

ieother oficer?—the letter concludes thus: 

«é My notions, sir, are not those now taughtin modern 
‘cchools and in fashionable high life; they were imbibed 
‘in ancient days, and hitherto have, and yet bear me to the 
‘eonelasion, that he that can wantonly outrage the feelings 
cof another—ean intend injury where none is due—is ca- 
énable of any crime however detestable in its nature, and 
will not fail to commit it, whenever it may be imposed by 
‘necessity. . ; es 5 

“é] shall not stoop, sir, to a justification of my order be- 
‘fore you, or to notice the weakness and absurdity of your 
tinsel rhetorie ; it may be quite conclusive with yourself, || 
‘and [ have no disposition to attempt convincing you that 
‘your ingenuity is net as profound as you have imagined it 
‘to be. To my Government, whenever it may please, I 
‘hold myself liable to answer, and to prove the reasons 
‘which prompted me to the course I took; and to the in 
‘rermeddling pimps and spies of the War Department, who 
‘are in the garb of gentlemen, I hold myself responsible for 
‘any grievance they may labor under on my account, with 
‘whom you have my permission to number yourself. For 
‘what [ have said I offer no apology ; you have deserved it 
‘all and more, were it necessary to say more. I will barely || 
‘remark, in conelusion, that if you feel yourself aggrieved 
‘at what is here said, any communication from you will 
‘reach me safely at this place. 

“¢] have the henor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
‘servant, ANDREW JACKSON.’ ” 

Sir, asan American, jealous of the fame and 
standing of Washington, I oppose this resolution. 
As a Tennessean, living on the soil that contains 
the remains of Jackson, [ will not, by my vote, 
declare that that man was guilty of falsehood, and 
that General Scott is a purer patriot, and a gentle- 
man and soldier worthy of this distinction. But 
is that all? Why did General Jackson complain 
ofGeneral Scott? It was for the same cause which 
made Wilkinson complain of him—for talking of || 
him behind his back, and making assertions that, 
iftrue, would destroy his character, and then when 
called up for them, refusing to acknowledge his 
responsibility—a man who would smile in your 
presence, and then stab you in the dark. 

If the testimony of Wilkinson and Jackson is 
not enough to establish the baseness of General 
Scott’s character, what is sufficient? Is there no 
other distinguished witness who can be brought 
up to bear testimony in this case? General Scott 

-s ; ; 
attributed, in a letter which he wrote to General 
Jackson, the coe aa of the anonymous letter 
to De Witt Clinton, or his clerk. 

[ ask the attention of the committee to the re- 
marks upon this transaction, by the gentleman to 
whom I have before referred: 

“De Wirr Cuwron.—The attack on General Jackson 
having rather an unpromising look, Scott in his last letter, 
evinced a desire to turn his battery on one who, he felt, was 
aa _ ditheult to deal with as Jackson. He says to General 

4cKson : 
jak Permit me to request—I think I have aright to de- 
— and—a sight of the original anonymous letter, which 
, Ja given rise to this discussion. If I mistake not, your 
, Correspondent is perhaps a greater personage than you ima- 
, eae so high that he has once essayed to set himseif 
juan the highest in our political sphere. Tbe letter shall 
Fro returned as soon as the hand is compared with that of a 

a agent of the personage alluded to.’ 
» reneral Jackson did not lend himself to this scheme of 
cchee up anew quarrel. It did not accord with his old- 
bien ; hotlons, to betray a correspondent who had written 
cnt de truth. Scott in his pamphlet (republished in Niles’s 
““gister) says: “No reply was ever made to the foregoing, 





| in upon you? 


| rounds. 


| ton took, and which Jackson took? 


| field. 


His suspicions and the whole corre 
* spondence were fully communicated in January, 1818, toa 
‘ particular friend of Governor Clinton, who was perfectly at 


| 6 liberty to give notice thereof to that personage.’ ‘The 
pamphiet containing this passage, as soon as it reached 
Governor Clintion, called forth this notice : ; 


“To rue Pustic.—General Scott, ofthe Army of the Uni 
ted States, having in a letter to General Jackson, of the 2d 


January, insinuated that I had written, dictated or imstga 


ted, an anonymous letter to the later geutleman for un 
worthy motives, or tor improper purposes ; and having also 
concealed this imputation from me until the publicauon of 
a pamphiet, which reached me on the 4th instant, | have 
considered it proper to declare that [ had no agency in 


| Writing, dictatung, or instigating any anonymous letler what 


soever to General Jackson; that | am entirely ignorant of 
the author, and that the intimation of General Scott is en 
tirely and unqualifiedly false, to the intents and in all re- 
spects. This declaration is made from motives of respect 
to public opinion and not from any regard to General Scou, 
whose conauct on this Occasion is such a total departure 


| trom bonor and propriety as to reoder him anworthy of the 


esteem of @ man who has avy respect for himself, 
** Itis not probable that | can at this time have any recol 
lection of having had the honor of seeing General Scott on 


| the 9th June, loi7, at a dinner in New York, or Of the topics 


of conversation, as he suggests; circumstances so unim 
portant are not apt to be impressed ou the memvury. But I 
iveel a confident persuasion that | did not make use of any 
expressions incompatible with de high respect which L eu 


| tertain for General Jackson. 


“DE WITT CLINTON, 
** ALBANY, 6th April, 1819.”’ 


Mr. Chairman, the charge made by Mr. Wil- 
kinson may be attributed to jealousy or envy, but 


| Jackson Was a man who never indulged in any- 


thing but honor and honesty in his intercourse 
with his fellow-men; De Witt Clinton was unim- 
peached and unimpeachable; yet these men say, 


| and it is upon the records of the country, that Gen- 
| eral Scott was guilty of all these offenses against 


honor, against his Government, and against pri- 
vate character. Will an Atherican Congress then 
confer upon him an honor as high as was confer- 


| red upon the Father of his Country? I will not. 


Sir, his Whig friends ask us for magnanimity. 
Gentlemen Democrats, will you not be magnan- 
imous? Gentlemen Whigs, who now ask the 
House to be magnanimous, when did you practice 
magnanimity? When did this new light break 
When the Hero of the Hermitage, 
standing with one foot in the grave, and the other 


| upon its crumbling brink, asked you to remove the 
| only constructive stain upon his character, the 


Whig party, presented a united front in opposi- 
tion to granting his request, and he would have 


| gone down to the grave with the stain still upon 


his character, if they could have kept it there. 
They not only opposed this application, but they 


| have preferred to one of the highest places in the 
| Government, the man who took the initiative in 
| endeavoring to retain that stain upon his charac- 


ter—Secretary Conrad, of the War Department. 
Mr. Chairman, General Scott has been the usual 
You say he should be rewarded. Has 
he not taken the usual chances? Has not he 
taken the chances for preferment which Washing- 
The result 
was different, I admit. I will admit that the peo- 
ple rewarded Washington for his services in the 
I admit that the people rewarded General 
Jackson for his services in the field. But because 
they did not reward General Scott, he comes here 


| in the purlieus of the Capitol toask that a sword of 
| unusual brightness—that an honor which has never 


been done to any but Washington—should be his. 
No, sir; this is asking too much. If you make 


| him equal to Washington, how do you but belie 


history? I, sir,so long as twenty-seven men will 
stand with me upon this floor, and give us the 
yeas and nays, will battleit. Ido not intend to 
connect myself with such a fraud upon the pat- 
riotism of the country. 
There is another consideration which I have 
passed over; and that is General Scott’s contro- 
| versy with Generals Worth and Pillow. But upon 
that subject I will not now dwell. 
The grave of Washington is the Mecca of the 
American patriot. Let not this Congress, I pray 
| you, do anything to check the patriotic ardor of 
the pilgrims to that hallowed tomb. Let it not be 
said a century hence, that Congress made another 
as great—constituted by resolution an equal to 
the Father of his Country. God forbid the perpe- 
| tration of such patriotic sacrilege! God forbid that 
the fame of Washington should be clouded, even 
in the most remote manner, by suggesting an equal. 
Scott’s life has been one of turmoil, quarrel, wrang- 
| ling, and enmity, with officers and soldiers and 
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‘and of course General Scott has never seen the original 
| ‘anonymous letter. 


country. Washington was first in the hearts of 
his officers, his soldiers, and his country. How 
striking the contrast. Will thecountry ratify the 
act? [| will not. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday | 
had the pleasure of hearing my friend from North 
Carolina [Mr. Venasce} upon the Cuba question, 
as also my friend from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,} 
to whom | listened with much interest, upon the 
same question; and my friend, Mr. Wincox, from 
Mississippi, upon the subject of lieutenant gener- 
alship. 

l intend to say buta very few words about Cuba, 
for I think that is a forezone question, that the 
fate of Cuba is sealed; that no power under heaven 
ean change it; and that it is not necessary for 
this House, at this time, to say anything about 
that question. Cuba is destined to be ours, and 
no power on earth can prevent it. Let her alone, 
and she wiil come in of herself. Towards her, I 
am sure, this Government will never do wrong; 
will never violate any of her treaty stipulations, 
or trespass upon the right of other nations. She 
will maintain and uphold an honorable and up- 
right course towards all the nations of the earth. 

But, sir, while we do that, we should require 
the rights of our citizens to be respected abroad, 
and the very name of an American citizen should 
ever insure protection and respect. I know the 
incoming Administration, true to the patriotic feel- 
ing which brings it into power, in our relations 
with all foreign Powers will demand what is right, 
and submit to nothing wrong. Willit be averred 
here or elsewhere, that the massacre of American 
citizens upon the Island of Cuba, was right and 
proper; that it was just and in accordance with 
treaty stipulations; that it was humane and Chrie- 
tian-like? I hold that the authorities of Cuba have 
a heavy sin to answer for, and which will never 
be wiped out until Cuba is made free, and relieved 
from the tyrannous Government which now op- 
presses her thousands of hearts beating with a 
love of liberty. They deserve to be free, and | 
have no doubt they will be, and become a portion 
of this country. 1 have no fears, Mr. Chairman, 
that sectional questions will ever interfere with the 
peace and harmony of this country. I hold that 
there is no danger in adding more territory to this 
Union. We have not enough, and the aren of 
freedom has not spread wide enough. Cuba will 
come in; and she will come in legally, lawfully, 
and properly, and enjoy the blessings we enjoy 

But we shall not stop there. The day is not far 
distant when all the Mexican States will come in, 
and the sooner the better for them, and for the rest 
of mankind. 

I know that there is patriotism enough among 
the northern and among the southern people of 
this country to allow the people of the Territories, 
who ask to come into the Union, to form just 
such State rovernments, not conflicting with our 
Constitution, as may suit them, and admit them 
without reference to their domestic institutions. 
If I believed that the acquisition of territory would 
deprive the people of that Territory, so acquired, 
from forming such a government as they choose, 
with just such institutions as they choose, pro- 
vided it does not conflict with the Constitution 
of the United States, | would reprobate its acqui- 
sition; I would be opposed to the acquisition of 
territory if I believed any such thing. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have said enough about 
Cuba; I hold that it will be ours indue time. No 
mistake about it; and that it will be done honor- 
ably, correctly, justly, and properly, l am sure, for 
this Government will not do otherwise. Nor will 
our Government submit to wrongs perpetrated 
upon her people. 

l wish now to say a word or two upon the 
lieutenant generalship. I am, Mr. Chairman, a 
personal admirer of General Scott; | respect the 
' man, I served under him, and know him well. 
I know him to bea soldierand a great general. 
But, sir, | am opposed to the creation of this 
office with the title, rank, or grade of lieuten- 
ant general; a rank which will not, [am sure, be 
conferred by this House upon anybody. What 
do gentlemen propose to do? What does the 
joint resolution propose to do? It proposes to 
confer the title and rank of lieutenant general, an 
office, Mr. Chairman, not known to the organiza- 

tion of our Army. Is ita mere empty title; does 

it confer only an empty name upon General 
| Scott? If it is nothing more than that, I am 
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opposed to it, for it is anti-democratic to do any 
such thing. It belongs not, in my judgment, to 
the institutions and spirit of our country, and 
ought not to be conferred. It has never been con- 
ferred upon any other officer of the Army. It was 
conferred upon Washington—but why? It was 
for the purpose of creating an office to be filled 
by that distinguished man, the father of his coun- 
try, and the geatest general that ever com- 
manded an Army. He was not in the Army, 
but it was desired to place him at the head of 
the Army, and therefore it was necessary to 
create the office, and to fill it by giving to Gen- 
eral Washington the commission of lieutenant 
general. Afterwards, it is true, they changed 
that, and abolished the office, and since that time 
it has not been known to the organization of our 
Army. 

If you create the office and rank of lieutenant 
general in our A rmy, a grade and rank not known 
to it now, and if itis anything more than an empty 
title, it will require a reorganization of the whole 
Army. You must then, in addition, make an- 
other major general, and to make his command 
complete, and give him the staff he is entitled to, 
you must give him two major generals and four 
brigadier generals. But suppose you give him 
but one—and that will be absolutely necessary to 
his position—one major general and two briga- 
dier generals in addition to the present number. 
Now, do gentlemen of this House, for the pur- 

ose of conferring upon General Scott that which 
o never been conferred upon any other officer 
of the American Army, desire to reorganize the 
Army of the country? 

General Scott, Mr. Chairman, oecupies the 
highest position that a man can occupy in the 
Army. He occupies a high place in the hearts of 
his countrymen. He is known to be a distin- 
guished eeneral and a good soldier. He is at the 
head of the American Army. He is major general 
commanding, and is not that enough? Who 
would ask more? 

If General Scott desires this thing, or if his 
friends desire it, for the purpose of conferring upon 
him a title, then I will say that General Scott 
would elevate himself more in my estimation, by 
saying to Congress that he would accept no such 
empty title, than he has done by all his achieve- 
ments. 

If it is more than an empty title, then, as I said 
before, it reorganizes and changes the whole sys- 
tem of our Army, and no gentleman knows it bet- 
ter than yourself, Mr. Chairman. Everybody 
knows it, who has given any attention to the or- 
ganization of the Army. 

Let the present organization of the Army re- 
main undisturbed; for it is perfect and will answer 
all the purposes of the nation. [think I have not 
been mistaken with regard to the reorganization of 
the Army and the staff of the Army that will be 
consequent upon the establishment of the proposed 
rank of lieutenant general; and if I have not, I 
would ask gentlemen whether they are willing to 
vote this new rank to General Scott with such 
consequences before their eyes? There is no more 
admiring cone friend of General Scott than 
your humble servant, and I say in all sincerity 
that he is entitled to the great reputation that he 
enjoys. Congress has not been forgetful of his 
services. ‘They have passed him a vote of thanks 
and ordered that he should be presented with a 
sword as evidences of their appreciation of them. 
Let this Congress pass him another vote of thanks 
and order that another sword shall be presented to 
him, but let it not reorganize the Army. 

Allow me to say that, in my judgment, Congress 
has not done justice to all those who have distin- 
guished themselves in the service of the country. 
You recollect, Mr. Chairman, [Mr. Ricrrarpson, } 
the perils and trials passed through by the Amer- 
ican Army on the 2Ist, 22d, and 23d of February, 
1847. You know that then none distineuished 
themselves more in everything that goes to make 
a consummate general than General Wool, and 
you felt then, as did every one in our Army, that 
the responsibility of the battle of Buena Vista de- 
volved upon him. He planned the battle. He 
a the command of your humble servant, gave 
2m _ his orders, and directed him when to bring on 
the battle. He was active throughout the day, 
and he was exposed to every danger that the sol- 
dier was. By his gallant bearing and example, he 


services he rendered the country have never been 
surpassed by any officer of the American Army. 
The Commander-in-Chief of that Army, at that 
battle, was as gallant a spirit as ever Jived, and 
because he was not on the field of battle at its 
commencement, the command devolved on Gen- 
eral Wool. Has Congress ever given General 
W ool a vote of thanks, or have they ever ordered 
a sword to be presented to him? [am under the 
impression that they have not. If they have not, 
they ought to hasten to do it, for he fully deserves 
it at their hands—none have deserved it more. 

I venture to say further, that Congress has de- 


layed justice to another gallant man, who is now | 


not in the Army. 


i allude to Captain Ben Me- 
Cullough. 


I recollect that on the 21st of Febru- 
ry, whilst I was sitting on my horse in front of 
the Commander’s marquee, Captain Ben McCul- 
lough returned from his reconnoissance at Encar- 
nacion, and communicated to General Taylor that 
the enemy in vast numbers were approaching, and 
would be upon him in a few hours. ‘* Captain Mc- 
Cullough,”’ said the Commander-in-Chief, ** how 
strong an army has Santa Anna with him?”’ Cap- 


tain McCullough replied, that **he had eighteen 
or twenty pieces of artillery,and more than twen- | 


, 


ty thousand men with him.’’? He had, as you 
know, Mr. Chairman, passed onthe night of the 
20th, the line of sentries of the Mexican Army, 
and made a complete reconnoissance of, their en- 
campment, and their strength. He reported to 


| cratic bearing of this title, and give notice 4} 
|| will not accept it if proffered to him, but conse. 
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the Commanderat precisely twelve o’clock on Sun- || 


day, the 2Ist. The line of march was then taken 
up for Buena Vista, and before our rear had left 
the encampment—before our depéts had been re- 
moved—the enemy were upon our forces. We 


had been encamped upon a great plain, affording | 


us no earthly advantage. Our position would not 


have enabled us to defend ourselves twenty min- | 
utes, and what would have been our fate had it | 
not been for the gallant and faithful conduct of Cap- | 


tain Ben McCullough? 
curity six hours longer, with no defense more than 
four or five thousand troops could afford us against 
twenty thousand, we would have been crushed. 


Congress has never given him a vote of thanks, | 


nor ordered that a sword should be presented to 


If we had lain there in se- | 


him. Nothing has been said of him who saved the | 


little army which two days afterwards were victo- 
rious, after one of the most glorious battles ever 
fought. Great credit is due him, and very great 
credit is due General Wool, for it was he who se- 
lected the field of battle. Commence doing justice 
to these gentlemen, and leave General Scott where 
he is, and where he deserves to be, and where he 
ought to be satisfied with being, at the head of the 
American Army, witha reputation unsurpassed by 


any military man since the days of Washington. | 


have already shown the committee that the 
lieutenant generalship was first created to procure 


the service of General Washington, who did not | 


belong to the Army. Had he been at that time 
at the head of the Army, the office would not 
have been created. 

I have also demonstrated, I think, that if there 
is anything more than empty title intended, the 
reorganization of the Army will be the conse- 
quence of the passage of the proposition from the 
Senate. The present organization of the Army is 
as democratic as the organization of an army can 
be. 

Others besides those to whom T have alluded 
distinguished themselves in the battle of Buena 
Vista. The colonel of your regiment fell there, 


Mr. Chairman, as brave as the bravest. The gal- | 
lant Davis, with his Mississippi rifles, was there; 


the volunteers from Illinois, led, after the fall of 
your colonel, by yourself and the gallant Bissell, 
were there: and the brave Kentucky volunteers. 
Yet their claims to their country’s gratitude are 
passed by in silence. Nor have the troops of In- 
diana, who so gallantly served in that battle, been 
permitted to receive that justice to which truth en- 
titled them. And yet the result of this great bat- 
tle, this victory, was the opening of the gates to 
the halls of the Montezumas. 

You propose, now, to forget and neglect every- 
body else, and bestow laurels on General Scott, 
for the reason ascribed by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Pork], that he was badly beaten 
in the late presidential contest. Now, with all 
my respect for General Scott, I rejoicethat he was 
not elected to the Presidency. I think that the 


encouraged the troops wherever he went. The || whole country has occasion te rejoice he was not | 


re Jan. 4, 


elected. Though I believe he is qualified 
high position he now oceupies, I do not 
ever have believed that he was ¢ 
hich office. Thank God! the majority of t} t 
ple were opposed to his advancement to ee peo 
Mr. Chairman, this is the first tim 
term in this House that I have said a 
other subject than that relating to th 
Oregon. Tothe advancement of its interes: I hy 
exclusively confined myself. 1 do most lai ave 
hope that this House will consider wel} before y 
pass the joint resolution conferring the md 
lieutenant generalship on General Scott. 
eral Scott is allowed time to reflect UPON this ma: 
ter, I think that he will appreciate the anti-da.. 


l-den 


fi rt e 
t now, Nor 
qualified for y = 


e during my 
word On any 
© interests , 


ttle Of the 
If Gen. 


ia 


himself with the high position he now epio. 
and that immortal fame as a brave and osii;.. 
general, to which the title sought can add noth; 
and from which its refusal by this House », 
nothing detract: 

Mr. BROOKS. Nothing, Mr. Chairman, wes 
further from my intention on entering the H, 
this morning than to detain it with any rem 
but a portion of the speech of the gentleman ¢,, 
Tennessee seems to me to require some reply | 
do not design to enter into a discussion of thé pn, 
priety of conferring the lieutenant generalship \, 
General Scott further than to say, that nothin 
my opinion, is more unkind, more unjustand 
patriotic, when a proposition for that purpose 
been introduced by a member from the other sii 
of the House, than to assail us on this (the W 
side) for such an introduction. The proposiy 
has not emanated from us, but it has proceeded 
from the friends of the gentleman from Tenne 
{[Mr. Po.k;] and though we have no doubt tha 
the honor is deserved, and shall, in all probability 
all vote for conferring it, yet we think the respon. 


se 


| sibility of its introduction is upon them, and ; 


in the least degree upon us. 

The main purpose, however, of my rising, was 
to correct some remarks which fell from the gep- 
tleman from Tennessee, with regard to Cuba and 
the Cuban prisoners, and to answer the indic: 
ment he has framed against the existing Adminis 
tration, which consists, as I understand him, of 
three or four counts or charges, urged as facts by 
him, to be such as have disgraced that Adminis. 
tration and dishonoredthe country. The charges 
are as follows : First, as to the fifty Lopez pris- 
oners put to death by the Spanish authorities in 
Cuba. Second, as to the arrest of Mr. Thrasher 


| Third, as to the affair of the Crescent City; and 


fourth,as tothe publication of the correspondence 
respecting the purchase of Cuba. Am I right in 
the recital of the counts? Thegentleman nods his 
head, and I take it for granted, then, that | cor- 
rectly understand him. 

Ishall now, Mr. Chairman, although I have! 
no time to prepare myself, or to collect documents 


| for reference or authority, reply as briefly as |: 


to this indictment, and show the House that the 


charges are both unjust and groundless. 


First, as to the Lopez prisoners, who sailed from 
New Orleans. They started with a bold violation 
of the laws of the land, of a most solemn treaty, 


| and of thelaw of nations—as armed men invading 


a friendly territory. They began with violating the 
custom-house laws of their own country, in sailing 
from the port of New Orleans without the requisite 
clearance demanded of all vessels, on leaving for 4 
foreign port. In the second place, they violated 
the neutrality laws of 1818, which have all along 
been the laws of this country, approved of by 8! 
Administrations preceding, and reinforced by 2 

parties during the administration of Mr. Van Bu- 
ren. And in the third place, they violated the most 
holy and respected of the laws of nations, In st 
ting out from these United States in defiance‘ 

treaties, under the protection of no flag, and with- 


/ out a country, for they abandoned their country 


and their home, to invade a people with whom ¥* 
were in profound peace, and with whom we b#é 
sacred pledges of amity and concord. 
Mr. POLK. I acknowledge they violated * 
ortion of the laws alluded to by the gentleman: 
Dut I stated that the magnitude of the guilt cou’ 
not justify the Government in its refusal to extend 
towards them the protection stipulated by tres") 
obligations. If we observe the treaty, I require 
that Spain also shall observe it. That is my pos 
tion. 
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phe & they had expatriated themselves, never- 
© were tried according to the treaty. I have 

» me the words of the treaty, which | have 
ri ad ume to find since I came here into the 
uy use. The treaty was made the 27th day of | 





Mr BROOKS. I understand the gentleman. 
os 1 | will take is, that the prisoners, 


-aber, 1799. ‘The seventh article, to which the 
‘leman refers, runs thus: 

« And in all cases of detention and arrest for debts con- 
ted or offenses comunitte ad by any ciuzen, of one of the 

vaeting parties within the jurisdiction of the other, the 
‘chall be prosecuted by order and authority of law 

«cording to the regulur course of proceedings 


and . 

in such cases. 
rhe only question is whether these fifty pris- 
ners were tried, in the language of that treaty, 
ie cordiug to the regular course of proceedings 


sual in such cases.’’ Now, for all cases of con- 
eniracy or treason, under the laws of Spain, there 
exists throughout all the Indies, I believe, espe- 
y there exists in Cuba, whatis called ‘*a mil- 
‘ry commission,” acommon and ordinary tri- 
nal, imstituted since the year 1825, for the trial 
such crimes as may be committed against the 
Siate. Any one, be he Spaniard, Englishman, or 
\ merican, who is accused of conspiracy against 
Government, or who is guilty of treason, is 
ed before that military commission. These 
were taken with arms in their hands, flagrante 
and never disguised, but, on examination, | 
ail confessed the fact, and they suffered with firm- 
ness the consequences of their crime. 
Mr. POLK. Will the genudeman allow me to 
interrupt him? Will the gentleman from New 
York state that the fifty prisoners taken under the 


j 
eb 


operation of that provision of the treaty never had 
1 opportunity to communicate with counsel, | 
never had an opportunity to see a friend, never 
had an opportunity of defense, and then answer 
me if they were not tried upon ex parte testimony ? | 

Mr. BROOKS. I will answer him. One of 
the first rules or ordinances in this military tribu- | 
nal is, that the party alleged to be guilty of trea- 
son or conspiracy shall be allowed to have the 
privilege of seleciing an orator or defender, which 
privilege these prisoners had and exercised. They 
were regularly tried before this tribunal, enjoying 
all the rights and privileges of a Spanish subject 
in like condition. Their orator or defender was 
selected. A minute and careful investigation took | 
place in the case of each and every one of the 
whole fifty—their answers, as well as other facts, 
were all carefully taken down in public open court 
—and that examination is a matter of public rec- 
ord, which anybody who has the curiosity can 
see either in the State Department, or in the judi- 
cial report of Cuba. 

Mr. POLK. Will the gentleman from New 
York tell me whether the person appointed to 
defend them was an American or Spaniard? 

Mr. BROOKS. I am not able to answer. 

Mr. POLK. He was a Spaniard. Can an | 
American hope for justice, battling against a 
Spanish court with a Spanish advocate? It is | 
mockery. 

Mr. BROOKS. Of course he must have been a | 
Spaniard. To address a Spanish tribunal, a Span- 
ish defender was indispensably necessary. But 
be this as it may, they were ail tried ‘ according | 
tothe regular course of proceedings usual in such 
cases,’’ and had just such a trial, just such a de- | 
fense, and just such protection as the highest | 
Spanish subject in the kingdom would have had. 
The point, then, I make is this: that these persons 
had exactly the same privileges of trial that a 
Spanish subject would have had under the Span- 
ish Government, and thus had all the benefits of 
the seventh article of the treaty of 1795. And does 
the gentleman, under the law of nations, independ- 
ent of treaty, expect anything more for an wa 
ican citizen, ina Spanish country, than the laws of 
Spain give to a native-born subject of those laws? 

Mr. POLK. It seems difficult for the gentle- 
man to comprehend me. 

Mr. BROOKS, If I had time to submit to 

these interruptions, I would show less impatience 
in submitting tothem. I certainly have no objec- 
tion to any correction of a misstatement of facts, 
if any stich I have made, and as I go along, will 
cheerfully submit to corrections of them. The 
point which the gentleman made was, that these 
prisoners, though guilty of gross violations of law, 
The nits. were not tried according to treaty. 

i¢ reply which I make is, that uoder the treaty, 








THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


these persons had exactly the same trial in Cuba 
which a Spanish subject had, and I may add, that 
exactly those proceedings which we ourselves 
submit to in the United States, a Spanish subject 
would have to j 
States under our laws. 
had abandoned their country, broken its laws, 
and the laws of God and man, I may add also, 
nevertheless were examined, tried, and convicted, 
just exactly as Spanish subjects would have been, 
and just exactly as they would have been tried 
under the treaty of 1795, as if in other things than 
treason to Spain they 
American citizens. 
for them? 
taken in arms as they were, if they had been sum- 
marily executed on the spot of their capture? This 
military commission, before which they were tried, 
consists of some of the highest officers 
Spanish army, at whose head is a bri 
eral of the regular army. 
tary court-martial, but it isa regularly instituted 
tribunal, not improvised for this immediate occasion, 
but a court recognized by the laws of Spain—as 
old, I stated before, as the year 1825—and it is 
subject, | am informed, to a reversal of its pro- 
ceedings by the Real Judiencia Pretorial, the royal 
court of judicature, and the highest judicial court 
in Cuba. 
petent, under thecivil law, to pass judgment upon 
these prisoners who stood accused of treason, and 
they could not h:ve been tried by any other tri- 
bunal without manifest violation of the laws of 
Spain.* 


the United 
These Americans, who 


submit to if tried in 


y had been good, obedient 
What more could be asked 
Nay, could we justly have complained, 


ra 
of tne 
radier ren- 


It is not a mere mili- 


Jt was the only authority in Cuba com- 


But it ill becomes the United States, Mr. Chair- 
man, which in parallel cases have executed like 
summary laws upon the subjects of other Govern- 
ments, to complain of a parallel execution of laws 
in this Cuba case. What was the conduct of 
General Jackson in Florida, with regard to Ar- 
buthnot and Ambrister? When he found those 
British subjects in Florida violating the laws of 
nations, in there stirring up sedition, or rel . 
did he subject them to any other trial except that 
of a drum-head court-martial? Did he subject 
them to any long-established. military tribunal, 
recognized by the civil law?—to any -fudiencia 
Pretorial? Did he give them any examination 
whatsoever? Did he not, under this drum-head 
court-martial, try and execute them in a most sum- 
mary manner, maintaining, as he said, the laws 
of nations, and in defiance of the power and au- 
thority of Great Britain? When we have thus ex- 
ercised the power of life and death over British 
subjects, and by a mere drum-head court-martial, 
shall we complain when like jurisdiction is exer- 
cised over our citizens more fearfully violating the 
law of nations—with arms in their hands, slay- 
ing, murdering a people, with whom we are at 
peace, and a treaty covenant for peace besides ? 


" 
pECLLION 


*The proceedings of the Tribunal which examined these 
prisoners are long and minute. Don Pedro Pablo Cruces, 
Colonel of Cavalry, was the Fiseal of the Tribunal. (August 
16, 1851.) Francisco Gregorio de Valdermana was Inter- 
preter. Witnesses were examined, stating at length the 
capture of these invaders, and all the other well known 
facts. Then ensued a general examination of the whole 
party (50) in detail. Some specimens are translated. 

Wm. L. Crittenden, born in Kentucky, an officerin the 
United States Army, in the line of the Infantry, having re 
signed two years since, sworn, and upon being interro 
gated, said: (Mr. Crittenden here went on, and at consid 
erable length, gave all the circumstances of his sailing from 
New Orleans in the Pampero, his landing at Bahia Honda, 
his age, 20 vears, &c.; and then signed his name to what 
he said, in presence of Pedro P. Cruces and Francisco 
Gregorio de Vaidermano.) 

J. B. Veazy told the same story, made the same confes 
sions, signed his name, the officials. 

Napoleon Collins, Protestant, told about the same story, 
had no profession, born in Philadelphia, signed his name. 

James Brandt, of New Orleans, Protestant, of no profes 
sion, aged 28 years, told about the same story—signed. 

Alfred Roper, New York, &c., do. do. 

William B. Little, born in Treland, Roman Catholic, en 
gaged in commerce, same story. 

Ditto, ditto, the whole fifty. 
the trial occupies thirty four pages in close 
ish) folios. No one denied the facts, 
complicity in the guilt. 





in presence of 


ly-written (Span 


was the belief that the island wasin insurrection, as Lo 
pez told them it was. They were executed, it will be re 

membered, when the restof the Pampero party was on the 
island in arms. Certified copies of the trial were shown by 


the Spanish authorities to Mr. Webster, Secretary of State 
The forms are very minute. The officials sign ery indi 
vidual case, and make each a matter of especial record 
These prisoners left nothing to contest by a trial 
flagrante delicto, th ul « esed their crime 
signed their names to their confessions. 


y 
onfe 


with great care. 


The condensed report of 


and all admitted their 
The only extenuation attempted 


Taken 
They all 
All their forms the 
military tribunal has wade matter of minute record, and 
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Mr. POLK. They were executed for the same 
reason that General Washington executed André. 
and every Whig of revolutionary standing approved 
the execution. 
Mr. BROOKS, Where was the sensibility of 
gentlemen during the Administration of General 
Jackson, when those summary and bloody pro- 
ceedings took place in Texas,—at Goliad, if 1 rec- 
ollect aright,—at the Alamo,and elsewhere, when 
the blood of American citizens was shed profusely, 
coolly, cruelly,—in a mode and manner that made 
men start and shiver as they read. If General! 
Jackson and those at the head of his administra- 
tion did not think that those people were legally 
executed under the laws of pations, when they 
were violating the rights, privileges, and laws of a 
people with whom we were at peace, by invading 
a then foreign country, why did they not then de 
clare war? If such sensibility then existed as now 
exists, why was notsummary vengeance instituted 
for the murder of American citizens in cold blood, 
without the benefit of trial at all? Where was the 
like sensibility in the case of the steamer Caroline, 
during Mr. Van Buren’s administration—taken 
by a British force in American waters, conducted 
over to British territory, and burnt, as ts alleged, 
with human beings, American citezens, on board ? 
What was done to those American 
went across Lake Ontario and were captured with 
arms in hands, or with who were 
taken in flight upon the ice on Lake Erie,—i 
may have been on American territory ? ‘They 
were sent to the eastern criminal de pots of Great 








































































ciluzens who 


their those 


Britain, with thieves, robbers, murderers, convicts 
of all clas to associate with,—-without any re- 
monstrances upon our part, and we not only ‘sub 
mitted to that, but we submitted the pro- 


he capture of the 


ses, 
to all 
ceedings arising in the case of { 
Caroline upon our own soil, without any violent 
remonstrances upon our part, or cert inly not any 
remonstrances amounting to anything like a pro 
posed declaration of war. 

And yet these gentlemen who were thus sub- 
missive against the high and powerful authority 
of Great Britain, because she had power and au- 
thority to maintain her dignity and positions, now 
tell us we are a dishonored and disgraced 
because we have permitted Spain, in 
ness, to do far less than Great Britain has done in 
What am I to conelude? That they 
are consistent? That they are more patriotic now 
than they were then? Am I not rather to con- 
clude that these outcries are made against the sec- 


att 
nation, 


her weak 


her micht. 


ond rate power of Spain, tn order to create some 


pretense the Island of Cuba, not- 
withstanding centlemen tell us 


they would never take it, but ace rding to 


to seize upon 
in one breath that 
the laws 
of nations; in peace, and by the consent of the 
Spanish Government, while in another, they 
start up these false pretenses for war? C 


A<es 


passed over in silence with Great Britain are to 
be seized upon merely as a pretense for the m 


ted 


pose of invading Cuba, though we have submit 

| ‘ ‘ ‘ 
under preceding Democratic Administrations, to 
like cases of injury over and over again, where 
Great Britain was our assailant, because she was 
too strong to be plundered.* 

*In September, |848, James Bergen, a native of Cont 
ticut. and Richard Ryan, an Irish born, but watura { 
American citizen, were incarcerated ia the Newgats ' 
Dublin, under ay arrest for treason (They were 
during the last attempted Irish rebellion Mr. B 
warmly remonstrated Mr. Buchanan, (tien Secretar 
State.) first instructed Mr. Baneroft, (October 2 
that *‘treason cannot be comunitted by a citizen 
United States against a foreign Goverment ; 
ber 28) after reading Blackstone Caummentacdes, | 4 
Crown Law, &c., be writes: “I was too hasty 
stating,’’ and recalls this part of his tnstrucnon Bergen 






and Ryan were kept in Newgate prison, in spite o 
monstrances, till Lord Palmerston was ady wo i m 
go. Lord Palmerston writes, (Septensber 3 

* Her Majesty’s Government see mo. reason for releasing 
Mr. Bergen and Mr. Ryan from imprisonment.” 

Lord Palmerston reiu Opies ¢ Pol tuatru 
under which t 32 men were arrested, and ! 
“Her Majesty G it is responsi) r ; 
under such instruction nd have 10 wish or intent! y 
sAvink, ? 

Mr. Ryan (September writes from Newgat } 
James K.P ~- t, Ke 

‘Many A been arrested 
and are tenants of 1 nt prison ft 
no [ve ‘ f j Ve 2 she . 
pleasure of calling on 1 at Wast j 
Hon. J.J. F fOhio. & it 
and other 1 af } t ! 
know w f [am a ‘ 
place, ex us the Lofd I 





No war followed ! 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, iet me pass to another 
count in the indictment, and that is the case of 
Thrasher. He had been in the Island of Cuba 
some seventeen years, I believe—a long time, it Is 
certain, animo manendi, as the lawyers say—and 
sine animo revertendi, and to all intents and purposes 
he had become subject to the domiciliary, and other 
laws of Spain. Spain, in Cuba, recognizes three 
classes of foreigners—transient, domiciled, and 
naturalized. Thrasher’s case was not that of a 
transient foreigner. He was a domiciled for- 
eigner, declaring his intention of establishing him- 
self on the Island, and apparently intending here- 
afterto become naturalized. What did he do in 
order to become a domiciled foreigner? He took 
two oaths which put it without the power of our 
Government to protect him; and if | had the royal 
cedulas of the Indies before me, which are accessible 
in a Department Library at the other end of the 
Capitol, | should in Spanish quote exactly what 
those oaths were, so as to have no mistake in my 
statement of them.* The first was in substance 
an abjuration of the Protestant religion, and the 
adoption of the Roman Catholic religion—the ab- 
juration of the religion in which he was born—the 
religion of his fathers. ‘The next was an abjuration 
of allegiance to his own country, and submission 
to the allegiance of Spain. I must do him the jus- 
tice to say he was, under the laws of Spain, com- 
pelled to take these oaths, in order to be enabled to 
acquire property with an exemption from taxes and 
excise duties, and to be enabled to exercise certain 
callings. But these were the two oaths which 


*Real cédula de colonizacion en la isla Cuba, October 21, 
3817, (under which Thrasher was domiciled. ) 

Arr. 1. Todos los estrangeros de potencias y naciones 
amigas mias, y que pretendan establecerse, 6 que lo estan 
ya en la isla de Cuba, deberan hacer constar por los medios 
correspondientes al gobierno de ella, que profesan (a re 
ligion Cautdjica Romana, ¥ S81N ESTA INDISPENSABLE CIR- 
CUMSTANCIA no se Jes permitiré domiciliarse alli ; pero a 
mis vasallos de estos dominios y los de Indias no se les ha 
de obligara esta justificacion, respecto de que en ellos no 
puede recaer duda sobre este punto. 

Art. 2. A los estrangeros que fueren admitidos conforme 
al articulo anterior, les recibira el gobernador {7?-sURA 
MENTO DE FIDELIDAD Y VASALLAJE<#} en que ofrezcan 
cumplir las leyes y 6rdenes generales de las Indias, a que 
estan sujetos los Espaioles. 


. 


(TRANSLATION. ] 


Royal ordinance of colonization in Cuba, October 21, 


1817, under which Thrasher was domiciled: 

Arr. 1. All strangers of friendly nations and powers, who 
wish to establish themselves, or who are established in the 
Island, must make it appear that they profess tue Roman 
Catholic religion. WirnourT THIS INDISPENSABLE RE 
QUISITE they will not be permitted to domicil themselves, 
— Spaniards, from this proof of their religious pro 
ession.) 

Arr. 2. To those strangers who may be admitted in ac 
cordance with the preceding article, the Governor will 
administer {7 ““ THE OATH OP FIDELITY AND VASSAL 
AGE,’ (literal translation,) in which they will offer to 


comply with the laws and general orders tor the Indies to | 


which Spaniards are subject. 

This oath Thrasher took ; and he excuses himself for it at 
length in a letter to Don José de la Concha, (Governor, &c.,) 
dated Madrid, March 22, 1852. I quote a part of that let 
ter: 

“In 1817 the law of domiciliation was promulgated in 
Cuba, by which strangers wishing to reside there were 
obliged to profess the Roman Catholic faith, and, by a 
solemn act, submit to the authorities, tribunals, and laws of 


the country, to the utter exclusion of all other allegiance 
and rights.” 
Carta de Domicilio—Letter of Domicil. 
Inasmuch as (Mr. Thrasher) bas made it appear that he 
rofesses the Roman Catholic religion, and observing in 
him the other qualities and circumstances provided for in 
the royal cedula of October 25, 1817, - . * 

* ° * * IT grant this letter of domicil, with 
which he may establish himselfin such place in this island 
as may suit the practice of his trade or profession, and en- 
joy all the grants and immunities conceded by her Majesty in 

er said royal cedula: having to present himself with this 
letter to the Commissioner of the Government, charged with 
the matter for that which is ordered, and to be valid for the 
term of five years, which being passed, he must solicit nat- 
uralization, or make use of his liberty and leave the island, 
as may best suit him. 
Given in Havana, &e., &e. 
[Signed by the Captain General’s Secretary. } 
Certificate of the Government notary appended to every 
application for letter of domicil. 
After certifying to name, age, nativity, condition in life, 
profession, &c., it reads thus: 
The above named (J. S. Thrasher) made oath under which 


he promised fidelity to the Catholic religion, to her Majesty, 
and to her laws, renouncing all privilege, right, and pro- 


tection of strangership, offering to maintain no dependence, 

relation, or civil subjection to the country of his nativity, it 

being explained to him that this does not comprise the 

domestic relations of family or kindred, nor the economy 

of goods and interests which he may preserve, and he signed, 

**T give faith.” [Signature of notary. ] 
[Signature of applicant. ] 


Thrasher took, and in them he renounced his coun- 
try, the religion of his childhood and his home. 
And yet the honorable gentleman from Tennessee 
{Mr. Pork] rises upon this floor and claims for 


this self-expatriated person all the privileges, all | 


the rights of American citizens, and almost insists 
upon a declaration of war in his behalf. 

Mr. POLK. Certainly I do. 

Mr. BROOKS. Well, then, let us see—self- 


expatriated as he was—if he has not had all the | 


rights and privileges of our citizenship. 
no time to expand an argument upon this point in 


the brief period allotted me, but nevertheless let | 
Thrasher was tried before the military | 


us see. 
tribunal | have spoken of before. He selected of 
his own free will, an officer of the Army to conduct 


I have | 


his defense, who conferred with his client at the | 


trial of the case, and read on the occasion a large | 


The Consul of the United 


manuscript in defense. 
States was present, and an immense concourse of 
ry, ™ °° T . . 
people. The Consul of the United States having 
remonstrated in his behalf, that in time of peace 


he ought not to be tried before a military tribunal, | 
the Governor General (Concha) re-submitted the | 


whole case, and the law of the case, with the 
treaty of 1795, to the highest court of judica- 
ture in Cuba, (Real udiencia Pretorial,) and that 
tribunal, (October 20, 1851,) upon careful and 


solemn examination, sustained all the proceeding 


against him as according to the laws of Spain, and 
as according to the treaty of 1795, supposing him 
to be’an American citizen. (Signed by the Presi- 
dent, Carbanell, Senores Biretta, Escohara, Ochor, 


Oses, Antonio Maria del Rio.) These are facts | 


in our own public documents. No man in a for- 


eign country ever had his case more elaborately 
examined: and liberated, as Mr. Thrasher has 
been by the generosity of Spain, he has but very 
little reason to complain. 


Every right that under | 


the treaty could be given to a real bona fide Amer- | 
ican citizen, he had; notwithstanding his oath of | 
abjuration of his religion, and his own native land, | 


and his solemn pledge of fealty and submission to 
the Spanish crown, 

I now approach, Mr. Chairman, the third count 
of this indictment, and that is, the case of Mr. 
Purser Smith and the steamer Crescent City 
Time and preparation are needed properly to dis- 
cuss the latter branch of this count—time to read 
the Publicists who have written on such subjects, 
and preparation to digest their learning; but de- 


bate in this House must be had when opportu- | 
_ nity offers, or the time for reply is lost forever. 
It is very importantto us at home, in our own in- | 


ter-State intercourse as wellas in our foreign inter- 
course, to have a proper understanding of the 
laws that govern such cases; and, therefore, I the 
more regret all want of preparation. I take it for 
granted, however, on the confessions of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] who 
spoke yesterday, that itis now admitted on all 
sides of the House that Purser Smith, against the 
laws, orders, and injunctions of Spain, had no 


right to land on the Island of Cuba—the principle | 


being granted, independent of treaty,.that an in- 
dependent nation can exclude from her territory 
whom she will. That I understand to be admit- 
ted, and therefore I pass over that point. There 
is no question in the law of nations, perhaps, 


more difficult, or perhaps more discussed among | 


learned publicists, than the question, where ends 
the jurisdiction of a country from whence a vessel 


sails, and where begins the jurisdiction of that | 
Within | 
the marine league of its coast, undoubtedly, the 


country whence that vessel has gone? 


sovereignty of a nation is complete; but the flag 
floating over a foreign vessel there has not alto- 
gether lost the authority of the nation whence it 
came. 


a marine league of Cuba, and all on board were 
subject to her laws. But something is due to the 
comity of nations. A warning was given, re- 
peated warnings, it is true; but it is a serious 
thing to violate the comity of nations in excluding 
a ship because of an obnoxious person on board. 
What that comity of nations demanded of Spain 
is in far better hands than mine to discuss—in the 
hands of the Secretary of State and of our Min- 
ister in Spain. 

I shall not here undertake an impromptu argu- 
ment upon so complicated a subject. I[ abandon 
it to such writers as Huberus and Hertius, and to 
the Administration which has it in charge. All I 


The sovereignty of Spain was undoubt- | 
edly extended over the Crescent City when within | 
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_.._ Same. 


have to say now is, that when the corresponde 
between our Government and that of Spain o hen 
subject comes to be published, I have nodoubt 
this Government will have been found aheintai that 
to the fullest extent, all the laws, privileces mae 
rights, which we ean claim asa nation avait ar 
authoriti@s of Spain. ot 
One point, however, I wish to be instructed 
upon particularly, by the gentleman from Mise; 
sippi, [Mr. Brown, | the gentleman from Tobie, 
see, [Mr. Pork,] and other honorable gentleme, 
from that quarter of the country, and that is this. 
If Arthur Tappan and his people, whites to 
blacks, from New York, go off the port of Char “ 
ton, or into the Gulf of Mexico, or off the 
Memphis, with printing presses to spread abroad 
incendiary, violent, and insurrectionary public 
tions among the people there, are they, or are they 
not within the jurisdiction of the States off whieh 
they moor? Arethey or are they not at Memphis, 
within the jurisdiction of Tennessee? Are they 
or are they not within the jurisdiction of Soy) 
Carolina? If they have the right, in point of fae, 
to go there with all the freedom clinging to them 
of the soil whence they came, the right of free dis. 
cussion, the right of printing and publishing, sneak 
out, and let us know. er 
The gentleman from Ohio, before me, {\M; 
Guiwpines,] will be right glad to know it if he py. 
the right to go down the Ohio, or to sail from the 
port of New York under our free laws there, and 
under the protection of our custom-house clear. 
ance, to take with him incendiary publications, 
inciting the people to what he calls freedom, by: 
what you call murder, arson, insurrection, trea. 
son, and to spread them before the negroes of the 
South, upon the Atlantic harbors of the South, or 
from the ports of the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, 
Pause, then, it is well to pause, and let us be in. 
structed before we take that leap upon a prineiple, 
into the dark. : 
Mr. POLK. I will say to the gentleman the: 
they would undoubtedly be under the jurisdiction of 
the States which he has named. But is it not an 
established fact, as Purser Smith has himself 
shown, that the Cuban authorities were acting 
upon mere suspicion, without any reasonable 
ground for the suspicion, more for bravado than the 
realization of any established or national right? 
And the Government submitted to the indignity, 


'@g. 
City of 


| and left the honor of the nation in the hands of in- 


| cion. 


dividual patriotism and individual energy and en- 
terprise. 

Mr. BROOKS. Ah! you will never convict 
any of our New Yorkers, who may go into the 
port of Charleston, upon anything but suspicion. 
They will spread their incendiary publications at 
night, and not in the broad glare of day. You 
will never find anything against them but suspi- 
The honor of a nation, its true glory, is in 
doing just as it would be done by, and in applying 
to the Purser Smith case and to the port of Ha- 
vana, the same test of principle it would apply 
to Charleston or Savannah, no less, no more. 

I turn now, Mr. Chairman, to the other count 
of the indictment against the Administration, the 
last of the formidable counts—and that is the pub- 
lication of the correspondence in reference to Cubs. 
Now, if there be any one principle of the Ameri- 
can system of government which is the basis and 
root of all our institutions, it is the right of the 
American people to know everything that has 
been done te their servants, and if there be any 
one thing more amazing or astounding than another 
in the whole history of this country, it is that any 
Administration should have dared, without te 


authority of Congress—the disbursing power of 


the Government—to promise to give to a foreiz0 
nation $100,000,000 for the purchase of an island 
on our coast, and then the long concealment 0! 
that fact from the American people. When first 
the fact that such an offer had been made, came 
before the public, it burst upon me inspiring some 
thing like indignation in my bosom. I felt for one, 
as a citizen of the United States, that I had been 
deprived of highly important information which 

had a right to possess long ago, and as & member 
of the American Congress, I felt that a previows 
Executive had been committing us all, to @ prop- 
osition for the disbursement of $100,000,000 out 
of the Treasury, without any authority, whatso- 
ever, from the body to which I belong. ! ~~ 
ahead a treaty to be made, which the whole poe~" 
of the party making it would be rallied to rauly, 
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character of Washington by reading from a pam- 
phiet produced by an author who seemed to have 
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demand for employment, the abundance of bread, | 


“re we know of it, make it a matter of 
the happiness of himself, his wife, his children, or 


I felt that a 


nd bel 7 
Nee 2 . ty-fealty to indorse, to approve. 


‘hig @ © igusinjury had been perpetrated upon American | the general glory, peaceyand prosperity of thisour | taken General Armstrong’s Newburg letters for 
eer ous It) . ‘ : . 7 : . . a 

hat : soame and American Congresses, in concealing || great country, Is more of a propagandist, more of | his model, and to have shown a disposition to 

ing ¢om them all, in information of such transcendent | a missionary for converting the other nations of | leave on record some virulence that should exceed 

ind 70 * herever the public servants of the | the w than an army of five hundred thou- | that of his predecessor. 


the 


ted ot their knowledge or consent. ; to the adoption of our institutions, it will not be | ington had several enemies whose open hostility 
‘ig. ve sir, if it was wrong to publish the corre- | by war, by the clangor of arms—tella horrida || was well known; but : 
ey _ondence, why not lay the charge in the indict- | bella—but it will be by the arts of peace, by the Whose children blush, 

en pe avainst the House of Representatives? Why | force of our example, by demonstrating to all Their fathers were his foes, 

is: vot impeach the body of which the gentleman mankind the power of self-government and of self- Then, sir, the gentleman gives us an extract 
ot 2 af Tennessee himself is an honorable member? || restraint, within the laws of nations and in obedi- | from the ashes of General Jackson’s arn. Yes, 
PS Sir, for thirty or sixty days—I cannot say pre- dience to the laws of our own creation. ; Weare | sir, we are gagged here by a feeling of sympathy 
of -isely how long, for I have not the means of ref- || solving the problem whether men can self-govern, || for those who loved and respected that man, and 
ad erence—that very correspondence lay upon the |) self-restrain themselves; and if we continue for a || by an unwillingness on our parts to say anything 
a neaker’s table, of this House, ready for the || century to be as successful as we have been, the | against him, although the gentleman on the other 
ry House of Representatives to have it read, or not world will follow our precedent, and acknowledge | side brings up that great man as a wilness against 
“h read, published, or not published, as it willed. || the civic supremacy of our Republic. General Scott, and declares that he, General Jack- 
8, The whole correspondence, upon the call of the Mr. GORMAN. I desire to occupy the floor | son, never did anything from impulse—never spoke 
y House, Was subject to our disposal, and we are || for a short time, but I understand that it is the | impulsively of any man. Well, sir, | have “ 
_ responsible for the consequences—not the Execu- | wish of the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Hovs- || taught to respect the impulses of General Jackson, 
t a e who obeyed our cal . [have no doubt that | Ton] to lay this bill aside and take up the deficien- | and if ever there lived a man of impulses, he was 
the President of the United States, when he sub- | cy bill, and to that course I have no objection. —_| one. It is a matter betwixt his friends and his 
: mitted that correspondence at our ca!l—for this |! Mr. HOUSTON. According to the terms of || enemies as it regards the character of those im- 
A 


importance, W” ; Sar : 
santry had tried to involve them in gigantic ex- 
count 7 


vent 


House made the demand for it—thought it would 
be paid the respect, at least, of being opened, and 
if not read, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs for their examination. But for the want 
of that proper respect which is due to the Execu- 


tive, whosoever he may be, it was taken from the 


table of the House only in the closing scenes of | in the bill. There may be fifty amendments to | man, a man distinguished in his times, a man of 
the session, and hurried, without examination, || be offered. high character and lofty bearing, a man who was 


into the official printing house of Congress. Sir, 
I do not regret its publication. It was wholly 
compatible with the public interests, and its pub- 
lication will do great public good. It opens tothe 
world a page of secret history, that wall make it 
pause and think. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think I have thus briefly 
and summarily, though too hastily, responded to 
the indictment which the honorable gentleman 
from Tennessee has prepared and laid before the 
country, against this retiring Administration. But 
[| must gay it was not generous, it was not right, 


] would almost say it was not manly, if that would |, 
be proper language upon the floor of the House || 
to use towards an associate member, thus to tri- | 
umph over us who have been defeated, and are || 
Sir, we challenge the || 
reply to something that has fallen from the gentle- 
challenge all future time—not the party fanaticism || 


now going out of power. 
coming generation, we challenge posterity, we 


of the hour—for an examination and a trial of the 
foreign policy of this Administration. 

now for itself, 

peace and prosperity all about us, and it will speak 
more and more, and louder and louder, in painful 
contrasts, I fear, hereafter. You who are coming 
into power, if you reverse the policy of this Ad- 


ministration, if you turn the wheels of the Gov- | 


ernment backwards, if you overthrow what has 


been done, and institute any new schemes of prop- | 


agandism and plunder, will be only preparing the 


way for our rapid return to power, by inspiring | 
the people with the confidence of our conservative || 


Jituresy and more gigantic consequences, with- | 


) t It speaks || 
in letters of gold, in the universal | 


sand men, with great parks of artillery. 
If we are to convert other nations and lead them 


| the resolution closing debate, the committee were 


instructed to lay this bill aside, to be reported to 
the House when the hour arrived fixed upon for 
terminating the debate. If, however, there be no 
objection, | will move to lay it aside now. 
Mr.HALL. [I object. I want to see what is 


Mr. HOUSTON. It is the Academy bill. 

Mr. HALL. Well, how do you know that it 
will not be amended? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then youcan propose your 
amendments now. I am only anxious to accom- 
modate the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Gor- 
MAN. | 

Mr. GORMAN. 
to. speak in? 

he CHAIRMAN. 


How many minutes bave | 


The debate must close in 


| fifteen minutes, by order of the House. 


Mr. GORMAN. I want to occupy more time 
than that, so I will yield the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not prepared to 
make a speech upon this occasion. I do not wish 
to do it, but there seems to bea fag-end of an hour 
which | will occupy with a very few remarks in 


man from Tennessee, [Mr. Porx.] 

1 begin, sir, by saying that I have no sympathy 
for military titles, no sympathy with military fame, 
except so faras it reflects credit upon our country. 


1 know nothing of these things, and care nothing | 


aboutthem. There is before this House—brought 


| hither, at least, by speeches if not by the ordinary 
| disposition of business—a bill to confer power 


upon the President of the United States to pro- 


| mote some officer of our Army to the rank of 


lieutenant general. In the course of discussion 


arising out of that bill, the life, character, and ser- | 


vices of Major General Scott have been brought 
under censure here, and he has been made to un- 


The quarrels of men are no proofs of their want 
of patriotism or military qualifications. Wash- 


yulses. 

Well, the next charge against General Scott is 
derived from the writings of De Witt Clinton, 
after General Scott had imputed to Clinton the 
authorship by either dictation or direct writing 
of a certain letter. De Witt Clinton was a great 


not afraid or ashamed to set himself up as a can- 
didate in opposition to James Madison. Such a 
man as thatis brought hither to make charges 
against General Scott, because General Scott 
truly or erroneously imputed to him the author- 
ship of a letter. And, sir, what has been read 
shows two things, that General Scott might have 
been wrong, but that De Witt Clinton was cer- 
tainly very angry. 

I repeat it, sir, are such collections of hostile 
writings, as have been read here, sufficient to 
bring a shadow upon any living man with the 
smallest claim to public consideration? Who, 
with such an active life, yielding to or enforcing 
military discipline, has escaped antagonisms? 
How could it be expected of General Scott to 
avoid the common lot of public men? The wonder 
is that any one should Seaemad to scrape up from 
their resting-places such records of personal ill- 
feeling, and present them to the public without 
supplying the means of judging of the causes and 
progress of the quarrels. 

Let those who contrast these misunderstandings 
between General Scott and other military or civil 
citizens with the life of General Washington, rec- 
ollect that General Scott rose from the grade of 
second lieutenant to that of major general in the 
Army of the United States, and had to contend 
with the emulation of equals, and the envy of 
those whom he surpassed; while General Wash- 
ington was from the first Commander-in-Chief of 
the Armies of the United States, and had neither 


dergo a second canvass here, when he has but just || superior to irritate, nor equal to rival him; and 
escaped from one in which the people, and not the | he commanded, too, at a time when few subor- 
representatives of the people, had the question di- | dinates would have dared to make free with his 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Potx,] or the gentleman || rectly before them. was struck, sir, with the || name. A few did, however, and they paid for it. 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] speak the polic kind of testimony brought against the character The honorable gentleman seems to start at the 
of the great party to which they belong. I will \| of aa General Scott, with whom I have but || idea of creating an office equal to that which 
cling to the better belief, that there is a large and | the ordinary acquaintance of one gentleman with | General Washington held. It seems to be a sin, 
controlling section of that party who, like the gen- | another, and for whom I pretend to no particular {| in that gentleman’s mind, that any one should 
tleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Venaste,] || sympath , although I was somewhat of anoisy ad- || think of equaling Washington. in virtue, patri- 


} 


} 
e country. } 
I will not believe, however, that the gentleman | 


puts e better to administer the foreign affairs of | 
t 


i 


| 
| 
} 





bz think that the policy of this country is peace, || vocate of his election, because | went for my party || otism, and public service, none can; but in office 
ve order, conservatism, and the extension of our prin- | and with my pany: ; ; others may, as others have. We have elected 
4 ciples of government by our example, and not by || But, sir, | was particularly struck with the || many men to the office of President, which Gen- 
. the terror of our arms. There are those among || warmth of feeling, the glow of animation, and the || eral Washington filled; yet no one thought it 
ft us who have ever maintained that if we are to be || burst of eloquence with which the honorable gen || wrong. Every successor of Washington equaled 
a a great and good people, and to stand high on the || tleman from Tennessee presented the lifeand char- || him in civil position, and I see no reason why, 
Er records of the world, it must be by the magnifi- || acter and services of the Father of our Country, || with the same command, others may not equal 
ei cence of our growth in the arts of peace—in agri- || and immediately after that he produced from his || him in military rank. 

BY culture and manufactures—and not by ourachieve- || desk a pamphlet—a kind of *‘ coffin handbill, of || Now, sir, 1 do not wish to pursue this subject 
ments upon the bloody fields of war. Why, sir, | this age’’—from which he proceeded to read gross || further, because I have but a few minutes left. 1 


we may be missionaries, we may be propagan- 
dists, but we must not be missionaries or propa- | 
gandists of war. The sword, the bayonet, and 


libelous attacks upon the character of General || will, however, add one remark. We are told that 
Scott from the pen of General Wilkinson. Well || the office of lieutenant general is something anti- 
now, sir, General Wilkinson is dead, and I do not republican—something contrary to the simple in- 
the cannon ball are not the missionaries that are || propose to assail him, because I will say nothing‘ stitutions of our country—that it wasonly given to 
exalting our people among the nations of the | of the dead but what is good, and I am unable to |, Genera! Washington because there were other ma- 
earth. Every ragged dirty letter from an Irish- \| recall any good that could be said of that dead || jor generals then, and he must be higher than they. 
man, or German, sent to the banks of the Shan- || man. But, sir, it is a remarkable circumstance | Do not gentlemen know that General Washington 
non, the Liffey, the Rhine, the Danube, the Elbe, || that the honorable gentleman from Tennessee || would not have taken an office below that which 
or the Weser, setting forth the rates of wages, the || should have concluded his eulogy upon thelife and || he before occupied? The gentleman from Ten- 
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nessee [Mr. Pork] sa¥s that such an office is anti- 
republican—that ts the tourse of his argaument— 
that it ought not to exist. Why should it not 
exist? We have no Apsley Houses to bestow 
upon our successful generals; we have no collars 
to hang upon their necks; we have no jewels to 
lay upon their breasts. The elevation of his office 
is the distinction for which the soldier fights, after 
the love of his country. It is all that we can be- 
stow, and certainly General Scott has earned it. 
3ut is it anti-republican? Is it contrary to the 
spirit of our institutions? Was it so under a for- 
mer Administration? I put the question directly 
to the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Potx.} 
Was there not once a proposition introduced, in 
the other end of the Capitol, to make a lieutenant 
general out of a civilian— 
* That never set a squadron in the field, 
Nor the division of a battle knew 
More than a spinster ?”? 

Was it not proposed to make him a lieutenant 
general, and place him over a major general, who 
was the commander-in-chief of the American 
army? No one,l hope, will impute to me any 
disrespect for the distinguished civilian for whom 
that honor was intended. 

Sir, the whole course of the argument has been 
of the ad captandum style, founded upon premises 
entirely beeged and conducted in a manner un- 
becoming a school-boy. If gentlemen have a 
hereditary dislike for General Scott—or rather, let 
me say, if they havea collateral inheritance of such 
dislike—let them seek elsewhere, by fair means, to 
show it; orlet them at least meet him herein a sol- 
dier-like manner. Do notlet them bring up things 
of this kind—samples of the bad temper of the dead, 
for whom charity and not hostile arguments should 
be reserved. Do not let them fortify themselves 
with the dirt on the wrong side of the ditch in this 
manner. Do not let them present things of this 
kind, so unbecoming to legislators, and in a way, 
av I think, unbecoming a soldier. 

For my own part, as to whether General Scott 
1s made a lieutenant general, | am as indifferent 
as whether I am made a corporal. I care very 
little about it. He will never cease to be less than 
agreat man. He will never fail to be at the head 
of the military men of this age, though we may 
not confer upon him the title of lieutenant gen- 
eral which we owe him, not because he needs it, 
but because we owe to him, to tell him that we 
appreciate the services or talents of the man, who 
could bring the eyes of al! the world in admiration 
upon our country. It isdue from us and to our- 
selves, whether it is desired by him or not. But 
I do not desire to pursue this subject further. 

The gentleman upon the other side of the House 
[Mr. Pox] presented some points in his speech 
which would be very easy to meet, by any one at 


all conversant with our foreign affairs. The gen- | 


tleman inquires, whether our diplomatic agents 
abroad occupy a respectable position, or whether 
they have not been placed in a bad light by the 
publication of certain correspondence? Why, Mr. 
Chairman, nothing can be more evident than that 
any man abroad, who represents the United States, 
who bears upon him the broad seal of our national 
authority, and is free from imputations upon his 
character, will find himself respected by the posi- 
tion which he holds. To him the publication of 
a correspondence can produce nothing evil. Let 
him sustain with dignity the position he should 
occupy, and the nation that accredits will learn to 


respect him. 

Mr. CARTTER obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will per- 
mit the Chair to say, that he was mistaken when 
he stated to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Gorman, ] that only fifteen minutes remained be- 
fore the debate would close. There are still seven- 
teen minutes left. 


Mr. CARTTER. That is more time than I 
want. 


Mr. GORMAN. I must be permitted to say 
that that kind of mistake does me great injustice. 
I obtained the floor, and the Chair announced that 
there were only fifteen minutes left, and that not 


being as long a time as I desired to occupy, I 
yielded the floor. 


The CHAIRMAN. The fault belongs to the 


Chair. He did so state, and was under that im- 
pression at the time. 


_Mr. CARTTER. I do not understand pre- 
cisely the proposition before the committee, but I 


Scott a lieutenant general,—I say to leave this || body. It comes to this Flouse of Representatives 


| man now living in the United States who would | 







Jan. 4, 


understand the courseof debate. It resolvesitself | by the blood of the boys that bor the 
into two issues. Onerelgtesto our foreign affairs, | nets. hat is unjust. You obliterate 1 
and the other to the matter, as I understand it, of | file. You obliterate those who make 


VAYVo. 


| d 
he rank ind 


b : . the chare { 

bestowing compliments upon General Scott. I | You bring their blood and pour it out upon th sad 
; > as : : Pon t} n 

propose to address myself to the latter \ganch of altar of a single man, because he happened ,, .° - 


the debate, for a very few minutes. the commander-in-chief, and could dictate a. 
The proposition is brought forward, and origin- | eral movements of the army. Now is that r ng i not 
ates, ina manner, upon our side of the House, Another amendment ought to be jntrod,.y : 
to add a new title to General Scott; and that under |, and that amendment should be, that al the | mi s ° 
peculiar circumstances, There is now no war || who fought the battle should be lieutenant o¢, 7° ht 
pending, no battles to be fought, and no command || als. I take up the fancy view of the quesij,, 
to be offered. The battles have been fought which || the jewel view, as poetically expressed by 1} € ver 
originate this title, if it be originated at all. The | tleman from Philadelphia, [Mr CHANDLER = 
army is disbanded, and the country is in a state No, sir; this adoration for military titles or o! ~ 


ory 


of profound peace. But in this condition of things, ought to be reversed; and the first man who shoul 


4 


; 


or 


h~ (re 


a proposition is advocated in this House to load || receive the vote of thanks, ought to be the Man ~ 
down one of our generals with another title. || who first carried destruction to the adversary yy, es 
Now, I do not like it, and my constituents would || the field. It is the fighting that constitutes the a 
not like it. It is not consistent with their charac- || bone of the business. [Laughter.] It is the figh:. Bo 


ter, congenial to their feelings, nor promotive of || ing; and in the name of the soldiers who did 











the interests of the country,as | humbly conceive. || and whose glory is proposed to be rendered Nes 
But the worst feature of the whole case is that it upon the altar of a single man, I protest avy : 
will notdo anybody good. Yetit is proposed to it. Seven dollars a month to do the fiehij “ : 
lavish it upon a general who, by commonconsent, || where the battle is thickest, and $6,000a yea; . 
is held to be the greatest captain of the age. It is || tell them how to do it, (laughter,} with al} th. ¢ 
proposed to load down a general who is already || glory after they have done it. [Laughter.] |; j, Sie 
complimented throughout the earth, as the first | not Democratic. There is no Demo racy in it - 
military captain. [ Laughter. } s | 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuanp- I shall propose, at the proper time, to perfect 2 
reR] speaks of thistitleas a jewel—a title a jewel! || that resolution, under the je wel Exposition of jt, 
Why, | always supposed that the jewels of agen- [laughter,} by adding lord before lieutenant, so 3 
eral were to be found in the virtues of his con- || It will read lord lieutenant general, that we may = Ww 
duct. There is where you seek them. The || thereby go the whole picture. — FF 
jewels of a general may be found in the record of But, sir, with this view of this purely burlesque t 
his victories, and not in an empty letter of credit || attempt at legislation about titles, [ have said » - 
or recommendation. These letters of reeommend- || that I desire to say. ; Ss 
ation can answer no valuable purpose. But in || |The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed for the 
what difficulties do we involve ourselves when we || close of debate upon the bill has arrived, and no = | 
adopt this proposition? When this Republic was || further discussion is in order. - s 
started, the founders of it made a Constitution; || Mr. PRESTON. I desire, before this matter 
and our ancestors had seen so much of the nobil- || is acted upon, to make some remarks in reply | . 
ity, so much of titled greatness, and of the impo- || what [ consider i > f 
sitions imposed through them upon the people, || The CHAIRMAN. Remarks are not in or- 3 
that they determined to stop it. They, therefore, || der. S < 
provided in the Constitution that no orders of | Mr. PRESTON. 1 will occupy but a few - 
nobility should be granted. That is the way they || minutes. PF. 
settled the matter at that time. Now, if this is | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can pro- E 
not an order of nobility, if it is not an insignia of || pose an amendment, upon which he will be enti- ce 
greatness, I do not know what it is, for they do || tled to five minutes’ discussion. 4 
not propose to give any money with it, as I under- || Mr. PRESTON. I was not aware of the con- 
stand. They propose to violate the spirit of the || dition of business when I arose, and I desire now 
Constitution. That is the view I take of the || simply to makea statement. I will defer the re- 
measure, and if I were going to vote for the reso- || marks I intended to make, until some subsequent 
lution at all, I would move to amend it by placing || bill affords me the opportunity of replying to the 4, 
the word ‘‘lord’’ before that of * lieutenant,’’ || remarks made by the gentleman from Tennessee, = 
so asto make it read ‘‘lord lieutenant general.’’ || [Mr. Potx,] and by the gentleman from Ohio, 
{Laughter.] Let us have harmony in it. Let us || [Mr. Carrrer,] who has taken the burlesque view 
give the poetry that belongs tothe old heraldry of || of Democracy upon this subject. _ 
the nobility which our fathers threw off, at the || The bill having been read by sections, and there . 
time they framed this plain drab-colored consti- |} being no proposition to amend, Mr. Hovstoy x 
tution of ours. [Renewed laughter.] No, sir, || moved that it be laid aside to be reported to the a 
it is wrong. I believe in giving to the soldiers of || House, with a recommendation that it do pass. a 
the country the gratitude of the country. Why The question was put, and the motion was ; 
they have it already, in an eminent degree. agreed to. F 
This business of fighting is a poor business at | : z 
best. It belongs really to a seit sates age. | pane y a ; 
[Laughter.] Originating in a totally barbarous || Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the committee 
age, its highest perfection is classified by the esti- || now take up House bill No. 339, to supply defi- e 
mation of all civilized classes, as semi-savage. || ciencies in the appropriation for the services ol the ri 
It is nothing but developing the animal part of man || fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1853. ra 
at best. [Great laughter.] The biggest brute is | The question was taken, and the motion was a 
the best fighter, as a general proposition, through- agreed to, , q 
out the animal kingdom. But the idea of going | Mr. GORMAN. The subject of conferring upon Z 
back from the nineteenth century, and leaving all || some one the brevet rank of lieutenant general has : 
the great and glorious theories of peace, and the | been taken up in the Senate, and has passed that 


conquests of peace, so elegantly expressed by the body by a vote of thirty-four to twelve. The sini- , 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooks,] a few || ple fact that seventeen States of this Union, through re 
minutes azo,and who involved himself in the non || their Senators, have passed this bill, gives it = 
seguiter of voting for a resolution to make General P 


acter, and entitles it to much consideration in ti 


indorsed by a larger vote than any one bill, re- = 
ceiving any serious opposition at all, which has 
passed that body this session. In terms, It does 
not confer this rank on any one by name. The 
President will confer it on whom he thinks fit and 
meritorious. Heretofore this proposition has been 
under consideration. First in 1849. It was !- 
troduced by Senator Fitzgerald, and it passed to 8 
second reading, and was lost for the want of time, 
two weeks only remaining of the session. There F 
was no presidential election then. There were 1° 4 
heart-burnings then. There were no bitter com 
binations against men who served their coun'ry, 
among the politicians of the country. He came 


period of profound peace, when its arts are tri- 
umphing everywhere, and undertake to multiply 
the feathers in General Scott’s cap, appears to me 
to be totally void of good taste. I hope, therefore, 
that it will not be done. I hope for the sake of 
the precedent that it will not be done; for I will | 
agree that if the precedent is justifiable, there is no | 


be so worthy of the title as General Scott. I say | 
that in the sincerity of my heart. 

But, sir, the great mistake about this fighting 
business is, that you are all the time bedaub- | 
ine your officers. You are here now, centering | 
in this title, in a single man, all the honors won 
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, fields of Mexico fresh with his honors 
Je Whether he has received the meed 

vee of which he is deserving as a military 
,. | do not intend to argue before this House. 
we her he is qualified for the Presidency | will 
W Pt | shall not pronounce any eulogy 
» his remarkably distinguished qualities as a 
[Shall confine myself to the simple ques- 
Beat justice, accormling to the precedents and 
” cap of the Government for many years. Has 
” Qenkt fought the battles of your country and 
our commendations? You have passed 

er resolution conferring compliments 
on him. Did you send that recommendation, 
, distinguished laurel thus entwined around his 
‘w, did you send it to the history of the coun- 
oe a livel, or did you send itas a truth? Did 
“mean what you said when you told your 
country, and your country’s after history, that he 
‘ « entitled to that chaplet, and entwined it 
sond his brow, or did you falsify the truth of 
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art am perhaps speaking these words with 
ore feeling than | should. tam not an admirer 
af General Scott’s civil qualification for the Presi- 
ioncy. Lam not one who can sing pans of 
vwise to his military renown above all others of 

+ vlorious army, for | believe that there lives 

lay, two or three men in the American Army 
are his equals in intellect, by nature and 

ation, and if they had his long experience, 
most probably, his equals as military generals. 
| do believe that old Aristides of this House—of 
the Army I should say—in military qualities, by 
ture, is not only his equal but his superior in 
eome respects. I mean the man who earned the 

‘le of the Marion of the Mexican war, Major 
General Joseph Lane! I[ can name other men, 

i plenty of them, who in my humble judgment 

e his equals in intellect, and in natural abilities 

s military men, but General Scott’s experience is 
far in advance of all oftthem. 

After having said thus much, it will not be said 
fme that | am for this merely because he is the 
superior military man of this age. I believe there 
are a plenty of young men in this country, of 
vigorous intellects, men of this age, men of these 
times, that are his equals, and probably his supe- 

rs, with his large experience. 

What have you done in the way of conferring 
the brevet rank on officers of the Army? You 
ive conferred the rank of major general upon my 
distinguished friend from Oregon for services in 
that memorable war. None on God’s creen earth 
wear their honors and their laurels with more be- 
coming modesty, and none deserved them more. 
Who else have you conferred these honors upon ? 
You have conferred the rank of major general by 
brevet upon that eagle-eyed and lion-hearted war- 
rior General Wool, and upon all generals who were 
not major generals before. Your captains you 
have breveted majors; your majors, lieutenant 
colonels, and your colonels you have breveted 
brigadier generals. To some of the lieutenants, 
captains, and majors of the Army, you have given 
one, two, and three brevets. Now, what is this 
thing brevet? It is an acknowledgment of mer- 
\lorious services to the country—and authorized 
by law to be conferred by the President and Sen- 
ate of the United States upon officers of the Army. 
According to the military laws now in force in 
this country, an officer having a brevet merely, 
without the command, has no right to any addi. 
tional pay. The man who denies this, does not 
know the regulations or the law. The officer who 
has received the pay whilst having only the brevet 
and not the corresponding command, has taken it 
out of the Treasury contrary to law. I do not 
believe it ever has been done. 

Mr. BOCOCK. With the permission of my 
rend from Indiana, 1 will propound to him a 
Single question. I ask him to state to this com- 
‘nittee, when Congress has authorized the rank 
by Srevet to be conferred, and the President of the 

‘mted States has conferred it, whether it is not 
within the power of the President of the United 
States, without any further action by Congress, 
‘o assign the dutiés of the brevet rank to the offi- 
re whether, having assigned the duties of 

e rank by brevet to the officer, it does not also 
carry the pay ? 
oka a N. That is precisely what I was 
milters on say, and Iam borne out by every 

“ary man in this House, that if the captain 


were made major by brevet, the colonel brigadier 
general by brevet, or the brigadier general major 
general by brevet, neither can draw the pay of 
their rank by brevet until the duties of 1 shall 
have been devolved upon them. If Generat Scott 
receives the rank of leutenant general by brevet, 
he will draw the pay whenever the President of 
the United States assigns him the duty corre- 
sponding to that rank. It is left to the discretion 
of the President of the United States to decide 
whether or not the necessities of the times or 
the condition of the Army require that anybody 
should be assigned to command as lieutenant gen- 
eral. It isalso within the power of the President, 


| at any time, to withdraw that command. 


Mr. LANE. If the gentleman will allow me, 
f will read to the committee what General Wool 
states with regard to the creation of this rank. He 
is, as my frend from Indiana and you, Mr. 
Chairman, know, one of the best military men in 
the country. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have also received a letter 
from General Wool, which | designed reading in 
part to the House. 

Mr. LANE. I will only read two or three 
words. He says: 

** | would observe that if General Scott should become a 
lieutenant general, and discharge its duties, to perfect the 


orgamzation of the general staf} we should require one ad 
Y ” 
diuonal major general and two brigadier generals. 


Mr. GORMAN. I, as well as the gentleman 
from illinois, [Mr. RicHarpson,| have received 
similar letters from General Wool; but | will 
come to that point directly. If the President as- 
signs to General Scott the rank of leutenant 
general by brevet, and does nething more, who 
will pretend that he will receive the corresponding 
pay: But if the President, in addition to assign- 
ing him the rank by brevet, gives him command 
accordingly, he will then, and not till then, draw 
the pay. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
shall draw pay? 

Mr. GORMAN. If this resolution ever passes, 
it will pass at a very late day of this Congress, 
and it 1s doubtful whether the present President 
will exercise the power thereby given him at the 
Jast hour of his Administration. If, however, 


Is it not intended that he 


| Mr. Fillmore should confer the rank of lieuten- 


ant general by brevet, together with the command 
corresponding, General Scott would receive pay 
accordingly; but when General Pierce comes into 

ower, should he deem it necessary to dispense 
with (or decline to confer more than the brevet) 
the command of lieutenant general, he can do 


so, and leave General Scott with only the rank of 


lieutenant general by brevet without the pay. 
Mr. HALL. Why not keep him so that he 

cannot have the pay atall? Thatis what we want. 
Mr. GORMAN. lam vain enough to believe, 


Mr. Chairman, that I understand this question of 


rank by brevet as well as most men. I have been 
in personal correspondence intimately with him 
more or less for the last three or four years, upon 
this and other matters connected with the Army. 
It was referred to me by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and I have examined every article 
and pateyhina with relation to it that has been put 
forth since this difficult and perplexing question 
of rank by brevet thus been started. And I re- 
peat, that until General Scott is assigned duty 
corresponding with the brevet rank of lieutenant 
general, he cannot draw pay. My companions in 
arms know that is the law. I could read it from 
authorities before me, but I will not, as it would 
take up too much of my limited time. 

Mr. LETCHER. How much pay will he get? 

Mr. GORMAN. If he be assigned duty ac- 
cording to his brevet rank, he will get just such 
additional pay as Congress shall choose to give 
him, and not one cent more. I would ask you, 
Mr. Chairman, and my Democratic friends, 
whether there now exists a law providing for the 
pay of a lieutenant general ? I want my Demo- 
cratic friends, who have said so many unkind 
things of those of us who intend voting for the 
Senate resolution, to hunt up the law which pro- 
vides for the pay of the brevet lieutenant general; 
where is it? Provision for the pay of that office 
was passed only once, and that provision will be 
found in the military laws, and in the Sth section 
of an act approved the 28th of May, 1798: 

Sec. 5. And be it further, ¥c., That whenever the 
President shall deem it to be expedient, he is 
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powered to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, a commander of the army which may be raised 
by virtue of this act, and who, being commissioned as a 
lieutenant general, may be authorized to command the 
armies of the United States, and shall be entitled to the 
tollowing pay and emoluments, viz: 8250 monthly pay; 
$50 monthly allowance for forage, when the same shall not 
be provided by the United States, and forty rations per day, 
or money in lu thereof, at the current price.” 

This act, which created the rank of lieutenant 
general for General Washington, was repealed on 
the third day of March, 1799, (see Laws of the 

T . * . , 
United States, chap. 43, sec. 9.) Now, where is 
your law creating the pay of the office of lieuten- 
ant general? 1s there an officer of your Depart- 
ments—chief or subordinate—who will construe 
the law to give one of your officers pay when the 
law fails to stipulate what the pay shall be? [ 
suppose not. When, then, is the officer holding 
rank of lieutenant general by brevet to draw pay 

- > ; - 
corresponding to that rank, even if assigned to 


| corresponding duty, until you, the law-making 


power, shall give the authority? 
General Wool draw 3 

which rank he now holds? | answer, by express 
authority of law. Suppose my i 
friend from Oregon Territory was stillin the Army, 
when would he draw pay for the major general- 
ship by brevet, which he fought and bled for, 
with three or four major generals ranking 


W hea 


pay as major general, 


doe N 


nis 


dist inguishe d 


him 

His modesty forbade his telling when he was 4% 

that he obtained that brevet for a wound he re 
ceived through the big musele of his right arm 
whilst gallantly contending in the service of his 
country against her foes; 
bold attack and defeat of 

Huamantla. When I met him on the bloody fieid 
of Buena Vista the blood was streaming down his 
arm and upon the point of his sword. When I 
know how gallantly he won his honors, and how 
modestly he wears them, 1 should blush for my 
country’s shame were I to refuse even the full ; ay 
to that brevet. 

Mr. LANE. lI bee pardon of my friend from 
Indiana for interrupting him, but | wish to say 
that if the gentleman he alludes to were in the 
Army, and should be assigned duty in Oregon or 
any other portion of the Union on that brevet 
rank, he would be entitled to pay accordingly. 

Mr. GORMAN. But suppose there were four 
major generals having precedence? 

Mr. LANE. No matter; if he were in a remote 
portion of our territory, and were ne essariiy as 
signed the duty corresponding to that rank, 
would draw his pay. 

Mr.GORMAN. Exactly—if he were assigned 
the duty. I have stated that already, several times. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. With the zen 
tleman’s permission, | wish to make an inquiry. 
| desire to know, in order to regulate my own 
vote, whether thisis a proposition to confer a bar 
ren title of lieutenant general upon General Scott, 
without the accompaniment of pay? The ques 
tion as it appears to be argued by the gentleman 
from Indiana, whether this title shall carry with 
it pay or not, seems to me to be a very import nt 
one. I should rather vote for 
the pay, than without it. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the present or incoming 
President should assign to General Scott, besides 
conferring the rank of lieutenant general by brevet 
on him, the duty corresponding, he would draw 
whatever pay you might fix; for my friend from 
Tennessee must remember that we have no exist- 
ing law that provides for the pay of a lieutenant 
general. 

Mr. STANTON. We ought to fix it, and give 
him both the title and the pay. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am not going further than 
the resolution proposes to go. I would appeal to 
the gentleman from Oregon to know, had he been 
President of the United States, after the glorious 


victories gained by the American army in Mex- 


’ 


and especially for his 
General Santa Anna at 


he 


the resolution with 


| ico, and had had the power under the Constitution 


| tocracy. 


| and laws, whether he would not have conferred 


this rank on General Scott? 

Mr. LANE. If General Seott had been my 
father, under the supposition of the gentleman, 1 
would not have conferred an empty title upon him 
which was anti-democratic and smacked of' aris 
In conferring this title, weare following 


| in the footsteps of monarchical governments, and 


not those of our wise and patrictic forefathers. It 
will break up the democratic organization of our 


hereby em- i Army. 
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Mr. GORMAN. Then, Mr. Chairman, the 
action of Congress, the action of the different 
Presidents, Democratic and Whig, have been ex- 
ercising monarchical and aristocratic power under 
the fixed laws of the country for twenty-five or 
thirty years. Ifto confer a brevet rank, smacks 
of aristocracy, then the real rank must be much 
more so. If conferring brevet rank, as an evi- 
dence of merit, be anti-democratic, then my friend 
from Oregon holds with complacent satisfaction a 
badge of aristocracy, which he received from as 

yurely a Democratic President and Senate, as ever 
Loan the White House or dignified the Ameri- 
can Congress. Sir, the rank of captain, major, 
colonel, and general, are all titles of rank in the 
Army, not in the civil affairs of the Government. 

The Constitution says ‘no titles of nobility ”’ 
shall be granted. What is meant by titles of no- 
bility? Webster defines nobility to mean ‘the 
qualities which constitute distinction of rank in 
CIVIL society according to the laws or customs of 
the country.’’ Then, if this definition be correct, 
as it surely is, the framers of the Constitution 
simply intended to establish a democratic equal- 
ity in rights and privileges under the laws and 
Constitution. If it smacks of aristocracy to call a 
commander of a regiment a colonel, it is equal! 
80 to say colonel by brevet, and vice versa. All 
officers of the Army know that the brevet rank is 
a mere grade, entitling bim to command under cer- 
tain rules and regulations prescribed by law. 

But the grade of lieutenant general is no new 
thing. It is recognized in Illinois and Connecti- 
cut, in the organization of their State troops: 


** In the annual return of the Connecticut militia for 1850, 
there are, under the head general statf— 

* His Excellency T. H. Seymour, Captain General. 

* His Honor C. H. Pond, Lieutenant General.” 

*‘Tilinois has a volunteer organization, called a legion, 
headed by a lieutenant general, with two major generals, 
&e. 

‘* Thus it is seen that the grade or title of lieutenant gen- 
eral (next above major general and below General Wash- 
ington’s rauk) is old among us, and nota new fangle ; for 
we have had, in our army and in our militia, every grade of 
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rank, except field marshal, known to European armies, and | 


in those armies captain general is the highest. 

“In the same act, March 3, 1799, (quoted above,) it is 
dectared— 

“See. 8, And be it, §c., That, in the ordinary arrange- 
‘ment of the army,two regiments of infantry or cavalry 
‘shall constitute a brigade, and shall be commanded by @ 
‘brigadier general; two brigades a division, and shall be 
‘commanded by a major general.’—Hetzel’s Mil. Laws, p, 
92. 

** Following out this scale, and there is no other enact- 
ment of Congress on the subject, the general regulations for 
the army, approved by Mr. Secretary Calhoun, in the name 
of President Monroe, March 1, 1825, and the infantry tac- 
ties, approved by Mr. Secretary Cass, in the name of Pres- 
ident Sacienins April 10, 1835, make two divisions constitute 
an army corps, or corps d’armée, a command for a lieuten- 
ant geueral. 

“The Army of the United States now (1851) consists of 
fifteen regiments, two corps of engineers, and the ordnance 
department—more than equal to four divisions or two army 


corps; thatis, equal to commands for two lieutenant gen- | 


erals.”’ 

Mr. LANE. My friend will allow me to state, 
that all the brevets which have been conferred by 
the President and Senate of the United States, are 
known to the Army regulations as they exist; 
known to the laws of the country as they are; and 
that far, in my opinion, they even smack a little 
of aristocracy. 
brevet myself. I do my duty, and let it pass for 
what it is worth. 
of the army as it has. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then the gentleman com- 
plains of the laws of the country for the last thirty- 
five or forty years, as they have conferred this 
right upon the President and the Senate. A Dem- 


indiana that the gentleman from Oregon is a citi- 
zen in peace and a soldier in war. 

Mr. GORMAN. The gentleman is a good 
citizen in peace and a most glorious soldier in 
war. ladmitall that. It is the same old speech 


which I have made for him three or four umes. | 


{Laughter.] If it were necessary for me to give 
him any more devotion than | have manifested 
towards him, I coald remind him when I was 
willing to place my life, with its chances, at his 
command. 
that. 


I say again, that the jealousies of army officers | 
are this day, in my judgment, at work to keep | 
from General Scott the brevet which it is proposed || 


to confer upon him. What for? Because this 
country has assigned to him a niche in the temple 


of military fame second oe to that of Napoleon | 
ea of my friend and |! 


himself. Carry out the i 
that of other friends upon this floor. Wait until 
you go home to your constituents, and there you 
will find every politician who lives by politics and 
party intrigue jealous of your distinctions. They 
would blot out the laurels upon your brow, if they 
could. 
{[Col. Potk] occupying the position he does. I 
know something of his gallant and chivalric bear- 
ing, and | regret to find him occupying his present 
position. Why do | regret to find him there? Be- 
| cause, as he says, General Scott has been defeated, 
and we must, therefore, necessarily ease his fall. 
Let me tell the politicians of the country that Win- 


field Scott, the general of the armies of this coun- | 


try, was not defeated. | repeat to both Whigs and 
| Democrats, that Winfield Scott, the general of your 
armies, was not defeated in the late contest. It 


weights that would have borne down the stoutest 
| man of that political organization. Winfield Scott 
was borne down to a political grave by dissensions 
among his own party friends—by union, harmony, 
and concert of action among ourselves. We have 
| not defeated the laureled hero. We have not de- 
| feated Winfield Scott, the major general of the 


army; we have defeated Winfield Scott, the nomi- | 


nee of the Whig National Convention. I must be 
permitted to say that he takes his defeat like a 
shhilosopher, and just like a good general should. 
must tell an anecdote of the general right here, 
| to show you with what philosophic composure he 
| looks upon the result. i 


| vention, in the resolutions, in everything that 

| make the elements of popularity, the last Whig 

campaign could certainly bear away the palm. 
But | must tell you how the gentleman takes his 


not come down and let us see him; and in reply, 
said he, ** | have been engaged upon official busi- 
ness. {should be pleased to see all my friends 
here or elsewhere. 1 was invited not long since, 
to visit New York to attend the funeral of the Duke 
of Wellington; but I declined, and gaveas a reason 


|| that I had been buried myself about two or three 


thank God, I never wanted a || 


Let the country brevet officers | 


ocratic President, Andrew Jackson, exercised it | 


often—a man who knew well the distinguished 
laurel which he was entwining around the blood- 
stained brow of one of his generals. My honor- 
able friend from Oregon, before he gets through 
many more political campaigns, will find that 
there is wrapped up in the summer soldier and 
sunshine patriot’s heart a determined opposition to 
all men who have a little humble military reputa- 
tion. He will find when he comes in conflict with 


party rancor and excitement, many politicians || 


jealous of those laurels so justly won by him. | 


Le will find upon every stump, and at every court- 
house, cliques whose envy and jealousies are in- 
flicting deathly stabs upon his reputation. There 
are some ten men upon this floor with whom it 
has been my pride to serve in the armies of the 
country 


Mr. LANE. 





I must say to my friend from 


dead man walking in funeral procession.’’ (Laugh- 
ter.) In that reply he shows the general. Is it 
| possible that, forgetting the high position which 
we owe to society in a social point of view, that 


we are not able totally to disconnect ourselves as | 
| politicians from the soctal friendships and domestic | 


| ties which bind us to earth? 

W hat did my Democratic friends say of General 
Scott in the late campaign? 
the military character of the soldier? 
not; they told the people that they were willing to 


confer any military honor or distinction on him; | 
But he was ask- | 
ing to be the head of the civil affairs of the nation. | 
He was not suited by temper, || 
education, or association, to manage the intricate | 
He was identi- | 


but that he was not asking that. 


He was a Whig. 


| machinery of this Government. 
| fied, as the country believed, with sectionalism; 
they thought that influences were brought to bear 
in nominating him, that would place ‘‘ a power be- 
| hind the throne stronger than the throne itself.” 
| For this and many more political reasons, he was 

defeated, and rightfully defeated, and no man in 


| or out of Congress rejoiced more at such a triumph | 
| than I did: nor do I think any man put more heart | 


into the contest to bring about his defeat than my- 
self. But the most powerful element of our suc- 
| cess, and General Scott’s defeat, was that we had 
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He needs nor asks nothing more than | 


I regret to see my friend from Tennessee | 


was Winfield Scott, weighed down by political | 


I am nota great admirer | 
of his political sagacity or tact as a politician, for, |; 
of all the ill-managed campaigns, both in the con- || 


defeat. I asked him a few days ago why he did | 


weeks since, and it would not look well to see a | 


Did they denounce | 
Certainly | 


a popular candidate—a man for the oce 
a pure, consistent political record: 
_ head, sgund judgment, and sagacio 
accomplished scholar, a good citizen 
a gallant soldier in war, and possessj 
eminent degree the confidence of the people, B 
enough ofthis. My colleagues remember th; But 
the great rock upon which he split. In the ce ae 
portions of our State, where a slight eee 
_ sectionalism had obtained a foothold, there the p, $ 
ocratic majority was comparatively smalj. |... 
the southern oe of the Siate, in my fri, : 
Lockuart’s district and my own, and J ike 
other districts down upon the border of Kent” 
where there is not so much sectionalism with at 
Whigs or Democrats, we find maj _ 


A8iON— wins 
With a clear 
us Mind: an 
in Peace and 
ng In Am 


ern 


T 


jOrities of eas 
twenty-three hundred in each of our ee 


districts ¢, 
Pierce and King, where, under ordinary cra” 
stances, we do not find majorities anything like 
this, That is the secret of General Scott's (us... 

I repeat to my companions in arms, that the soldie 

was not defeated. ' 

One other remark here. I am aware that the, 
area good many men who might feel chagrined 
at my remarks about summer soldiers ang gy», 
shine patriots. But there are various ways “al 
which men attack the reputation of military _ 

One is by assailing them downright. That, w| ep 

a man has ordinary character and courage "‘ a 

often resorted to. Another mode of attack js by 

intrigue. That may be met in the same way. ;, 

repelled boldly. Another mode of attack jg hy 

ridicule, together with a thousand and one storia 

invented for the purpose of taking a laurel from th 
|| brow of one of your own neighbors and friends 
This game has been played off here to-day, (je. 
eral Scott will of course feel himself wounda) 
when he comes to know that the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Cartrer] has seen roper to ridicule 
all the war-worn marks upon his brow. Thy: 
gentleman’s country’s history will carry down his 
remarks and place them alongside of Scott on 
some of the hardest-fought battle-fields on this 
continent. The skill of General Scott, as a mili. 
tary man, at Cerro Gordo and Vera Cruz will ever 
be regarded as forming one of the brightest pages 
in the history of our country’s glory and renown, 
W hat is said on this floor becomes a part of our 
country’s history. Therefore I allow the gent. 
man from Ohio all the honor he can gather by 
ridiculing on the floor of Congress the war-wom 
soldier of forty years. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not call upon this 
|| House to confer this rank because General Scou 
|| was defeated. I have nosickly sympathy for tha 
‘| defeat. But I know that if the people could speak 
| they would say give the General all the marks of 
military merit, but defeat the Whig party, ani 
put down their principles and measures—iefeai 
| the nominee of the Whig National Convention, 
| rebuke sectionalism, and restore the Government 
| to Democratic hands. But none will be found 
j 


| 


refuse him mere military reward. Sir, the people 
of my section of Indiana, will with one voice, it 
my judgment, pronounce the same judgment! 
have in the premises. Politicians may intrigue 
against military men, but, thank fortune, the peop 
do the voting. If President Pierce when he comes 
| into power, does not deem it necessary to haves 
lieutenant general in command, he will surely de 
cline making the assignment to General Scott ot 
anybody else. But I know General Pierce we: 
| and I say that he will be found fully competent ® 
| the disehanbe of any duty that may be impose 
upon him by the Constitution and laws of tt 
country; and he will discharge that duty with 
| sound a judgment and clear a head as any man? 
the Union. 

Then the question is, will you do by Congres 
what the President and Senate could not 
There being no higher rank than General Sees 
now holds known to the present laws, the Pres 
dent and Senate could not do unto General Se 
what they did for almost every other officer 0! 
Army, from a lieutenant of company up 10 "= 
adier general. If they had possessed the pow" 
at the close of the Mexican war, I ask, we 
they not have given him, like’nearly all others, § 
brevet for meritorious services? It seems ‘0 ™* 
that none would answer no. Then, as Congress 
| alone possesses the power to give him this ie 
|| for his services, will they refuse what other¥ . 
|| would have been conferred upon him freely ” 
|| without hesitation? It certainly does not wort ® 
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7 pis prejudice that he happened to be the highest in 
an arb letter of General Wool has been referred 
nd "The General says that if General Scott is 

Mose oe. te lieutenant general, there should be another 
ut is seneral and two brigadier generals to com- 

wes mor organization. This is true, if you find 

“em ie necessity for the completion of this organiza- 

re of any be + which cannot be so, unless in time of 

7en _o" ‘But by creating the prever rank only, | 
' wsorehend no vacancy can possibly be created 

—— or Mr. Chairman, as to the expediency of 

ty, © .onferring by law the brevet rank of lieutenant 

=  .oneral, | bring before the country the following 
re n facts, in which General Wool participated: 

sta a ‘¢PHE LIEUTENANT GENERALCY. 


«[y THE SENATE, February 24, 1849.—Hon. Mr. Fitz- 
and obtained leave to bring in a joint resolu- 

Se on toconfer upon Major General Winfield Scott the brevet 

Dank of lieutenant general ; which was read, and passed to 

nd reading. ’ ‘ 

, motion to read the resolution a third time the same 

dav being objected to by a single Senator, the subject went 

over for the want of time—Congress being within a week 

f dissolution.” J : 

« July 29, 1850.—Hon. Mr. Clemens submitted the fol- 


low 





gerald asked 
& st 


r Res lved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 





‘jaw, the brevet rank of lieutenant general on Major Gen- 
‘eral Winfield Scott, with such additional pay and allow- 
sanees as nay be deemed proper, in consideration of the 
‘distinguished services rendered to the Republic by that 
‘officer during the late war with Mexico.’ 

“ Bight days later, that resolution was referred to the 
Senate’s Military Committee. 

“On the last day of the session, (September 30, 1850,) 
Hon. Jefferson Davis, chairman, reported the following 
solution on the same subject: 

“+ Resolved, That the President of the United States be, 
‘and he is hereby, requested to refer to an army board of 
ere © < officers, to be designated by &im, the following questions, 

> ‘viz: Is it expedient or necessary to provide for additional 
‘yrades of commissioned officers in the Army of the United 
‘states? and if so, what grades, in addition to the present 
t on S ‘organization, should be created °°” 

- “In pursuance of this request, the President of the 
nited States, by order, December 2, 1850, appointed a 
vard of ofticers—Generals Jesup, (President,) Wool, Gib 
m, Totten, Taleott, Hitchcock, and Colonel Crane, who 
ported, unanimously, as follows: 

“Under the first inquiry referred to it, the board is of 
‘opinion that it is expedient to create, by law, for the 
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‘instructed to inquire into the expediency of conferring, by | 


f our | ‘Army, the additional grade of lieutenant general, and that 
ontle- > ‘when, in the opinion of the President and Senate, it shall 
r by ‘be deemed proper to acknowledge eminent services of 
wn ‘officers of the Army; and in the mode already provided for 
‘in subordinate grades, itis expedient and proper that the 
= ‘grade of lieutenant general may be conferred by brevet.’ ” 
this = * December 17, 1e50.—That report was laid before the 
Scott » Senate, and ‘referred to the Committee on Military Af 
; fairs,’*’ &e. 
r that " “January 25, 1851.—Hon. Mr. Shields, chairman, &c., 
speak ) reported a joint resolution, in conformity with the recom- 
ks 0 | mendation of the military board.” 
> “February 13, 1851.—The joint resolution passed the | 
wu 4 Senate by 3L votes to 16—several of its friends (among | 
Citas *. them the Hon. Mr. Clemens) being absent.” 
a 3 Now, sir, I desire to know what higher military 
dt ) suthority doyou want than the above report of this 
ol military board; what higher authority than the Sen- 
om > «te Military Committee, and what higher author- 
ai | ‘ty than the American Senate, by an overwhelming 
se p vote, do you want to justify ed action now? The 
te 4 Senate and President have heretofore had the ex- 
a © Cusive right to confer these army grades, but in 
Cae ‘his case, It requires our concurrence. Will we 
i mve it, or will we not? This mark of military 
a merit, thus tendered, only refers to the line of his 
odk profession; it commits us in no way to his politics 
ont to m or that of his party; it commits us in no way to 
vos (ew US civil qualifications for high political position. 
the > |: commits us to no act without the line of his pro- 
ha . an which we might condemn. _ It commits us 
an ~ ae approval or disapproval of his personal mis- 
> Understandings with citizens or soldiers in times 
ress oe [8% Present, or to come. It only commits us to 
if oe Mis mere military merit. It only commits us to 
‘rot py ‘e soldier, and it will commit us to the noble, gen- 
. ; trous-hearted sentiment of Franklin Pierce, that 
f oa hour of triumph is the hour of magnanim- 
7 
2 ee DRENCR: I have no desire to con- 
vowel ck pre of the committee, but I desire to 
vol Pv, Ge € question. My friend from Indiana 
erst ae a exhorted this side of the House 
om Ma Denon’ md aero rank of lieutenant general to 
gress iin anewer t, and, in the course of his remarks, 
orade neu em & question asked him b¥ a gentleman 
wise would oc Non me in relation to the pay that 
y and of ities &, he stated that unless the duties 
ork Beet, J it general were assigned to General 


\e would not receive the pay and emolu- 
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ments of that distinguished position. When I 
rose to ask the gentleman a question, | designed to 
| inquire of him what the duues of lieutenant gen- 
eral were; because, if | judge rightly, the purpose 
of the gentleman was to persuade members upon 
this side of the House, myself among the num- 
ber, I naturally enough suppose, to confer this 
| rank upon General Scott. 1 wanted him to give 


mea reason for it—and perhaps it might have | 


| been asatisfactory ong, which would have induced 
me to vote for the proposition. I now beg per- 

| mission to ask the gentleman from Indiana, if he 
pleases to answer me, what, in case we confer this 
yrevet rank, and the President assigns the duties 
of lieutenant general to General Scott, will be the 
| duties of the lieutenant general? Occupyinga seat 


ment being against the argument of the gentleman 


therefore | ask him this question. 
Mr.GORMAN. Iwill answer the gentleman’s 
question; but if he is any wiser after | do answer 
it than he was before, I shall be very much disap- 
pointed. [Laughter.]} 
tenant general is two divisions, or what the French 
call corps d’armee. One division is the command 
of a major general, and should any necessity arise 
for an increase of the army, or the army should 


| he might be assigned duties according to his brevet 
rank. 

Mr. FLORENCE. [I acknowledge that I am 
not any more enlightened than | was before the 
gentleman answered my question. [Much laugh- 
= 
Mr. SMITH then obtained the floor, but yield- 
ed to 


the committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 
| RicHARpsoN) reported that the Committee of the 


consideration, and particularly House bill No. 
332, making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1854, and had directed him to report back 
the same to the House with a recommendation 
that it do pass; also House bill No. 335, ‘* making 
appropriations to supply the deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 30th, 
1853,’’ and had come to no resolution thereon. 
The question now being upon ordering House 


Mr. HOUSTON moved the previous question. 


the main question was ordered to be now put. 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 

| read a third time, and being engrossed, was sub- 

sequently read the third time, and passed. 


SURVEYS OF THE COAST OF CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of California. 


permission of the House, I move that the memo- 
rial of certain citizens of the State of California, 
| asking an appropriation for the purchase and dis- 


tribution of the memoirs, maps, and charts of the | 
cost of California, prepared from the surveys of 
Commander Ringgold of the United States Navy, | 


be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

No objection being made, the motion was en- 
tertained and agreed to. 

Mr. HENDRICKS moved that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, 


And the House adjourned until to-morrow at | 


twelve o’clock, m. 


} PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions, memorial, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 
By Mr. IVES: The petition of 84 citizens of Jefferson 
county for breakwaters inthe harbor of Cape Vincent, New 
Y¥ ork. 


Also, the petition of 46 citizens of the county of Oswego 


for breakwaters in the harbor of Cape Vincent, New York. 
By Mr. EASTMAN: The petition of N. P. Tallmadge 
for a grant of land and the right of way for the location and 
| construction of certain railroads in the State of Wisconsin. 
By Mr. COTTMAN: Resolutions of the General As- 
sembly of Maryland, praying Congress to provide for such 
a commercial arrangement with the countries furnishing 
guano as will oper the trade in that article to the free com 
petition of all American citizens and destroy the monopoly 
i) now engrossed by a few. 


upon this floor, and the convictions of my judg- | 


| from Indiana, | desire to be enlightened, and 


The command of a lieu- | 


come together upon any occasion, then of course, | 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, who moved that | 


W hole on the state of the Union had, according to | 
order, had the state of the Union generally under | 


bill No. 332 to be engrossed and read a third time, | 


The previous question received a second, and | 


With the | 


219 
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IN SENATE. 
Weovespay, January 5, 1853. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burier, 
The PRESIDENT pre tempore appointed, as the 
Select Committee ordered yesterday to consider 
the subject of the discovery of anesthetic agents, 
Messrs. Waker, Smirn, Davis, Butter, and 
Ma tiory. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr.SEWARD. Mr. President, at the last ses- 
sion of Congress | submitted the petition of Chris- 
tian Hanson, of Brooklyn, in the State of New 
York, praying that the Postmaster General might 
be instructed to make a contract with him for car- 
rying the mails between the city of Brooklyn or 
New York, and Gluckstadt in Germany. 

lnow perform the agreeable duty of submitting 
to the Senate a further petition of the same enter- 
rising citizen, in which he proposes to add to the 
ine before mentioned a continuation, viz: a line 
of mail steamships, capable of being converted 
into ships of war, to ply between the city of Kiel, 
in the Duchy of Holstein, or the city of Lubeck, 
one of the Hanse-Towns on the Baltic, and St. 
Petersburg, in Russia, touching at Ystadt, in 
Sweden, which line would be connected also with 
the New York and Bremen line. 

Mr. Hanson is willing to engage to make 
weekly passages each way between the ports 

|| mentioned, with two steamships of six hundred 
|| tons burden each, for a period of ten years, provi- 
|| ded the Government will pay him $25,000 quar- 
terly for the first four years; $20,000 quarterly 
the next four years, and $16,000 quarterly the 
remaining two years, the Government paying the 
expense of carrying the mail to and fro between 
Gluckstadt and Kiel. : 

At the last session I had the honor of submit- 
ting to the Senate the petition of Christian Han 
son, Esq., of Brooklyn, in the State df New York, 
in which he proposed to establish a line of mail 
steamers between that city and Gluckstadt on the 
Elbe, to be employed in carrying the mails of the 
United States and incidental freights and passen- 
gers between Germany and this country. 

In that petition it was shown that the line thud 
proposed would secure to the United States the 
advantages of the postal communications between 
the continent of Europe and the United States, a 
large portion of which are now carried on through 
the port of London; and it was also shown that 
the measure proposed would tend to increase and 
enlarge the commerce between this country and 
Continental Europe. This line, with the other from 
Brooklyn to Gluckstadt and the Bremen line, 
would secure to the United States a direct and in- 
dependent steam mail and commercial communi- 

| cation with Denmark, Sweden, Norway, Russia, 
and all the northern parts of Germany, and the 
voyage would be reduced to a period of fifteen 
|; days from New York to Copenhagen, sixteen 
days to Gothenburg, seventeen to Christiana, six- 
teen to Stockholm, and eighteen to St. Peters- 
burg. 
The vessels of the new line would afford pro- 
|| tection and dignity to our commerce op the Bultic, 
where the national flag is now too seldom seen. 
The trade on that sea employs twenty-two thou- 
sand ships, and of them probably less than two 
hundred and fifty are American. Although we 
supply northern Continental Europe with all its 
cotton, and a large portion of its rice, and sugar, 
} and fish-oil, yet it is conveyed thither chiefly in 
foreign bottoms. 
| The number of emigrants from Continental 
Europe to the United States during the last year 
was one hundred and thirty thousand, and that 
} number annually increases. It is this extraord!- 
nary and veculiar branch of commerce, the im- 
portation of tin talgrenits with their property, which, 
more than even the new accegsions of gold from 
California, has sustained the balance in our favor, 
notwithstanding such vast augmentation of im- 
ported fabrics into the United States for four or 
five years past. But we enjoy much less profit 
resulting from it than we ought, by reason of its 
being largely carried in foreign ships. 

The petition which I submit, is accompanied by 
tables of exceeding interest, which I hope the Sen- 
ate will consent to publish. 

Mr. President, this petition raises the question 
not so much how far, as how fast we shal! go in the 

i, way of making our postal arrangeraenta subserve 
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the policy of augmenting our commerce, and es- 
tablishing it on such foundations and ona scale 
commensurate with the development of our national 
resources. While many will object to going too 
extensively into such operations all at once, all 
will agree, I think, that what has been done, has 
been well done. What is now proposed to be fur- 
ther done, is worthy of serious consideration, and 
I commend it, with great respect, to the consider- 
ation of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

The motion was agreed to, and a motion to print 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. SEWARD also presented the petition of 
James Perry, an engineer and machinist, praying 
an appropriation to test a discovery made by him 
of the means of preventing the explosion of steam- 
boilers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Albany, New 
York, praying that the benefits of the bounty land 
law may be extended to the widows and orphans of 
soldiers of the last war with Great Britain; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BRIGHT. During the present session, 
sundry citizens of the District of Columbia have 
petitioned for the privilege of laying a railroad 
along Pennsylvania avenue, and thence to a point 
opposite Alexandria, in the State of Virginia. 
That petition, I believe, was referred to the Com-« 
mittee on the District of Columbia. I now present 
the memorial of Gilbert Vanderwerken, of George- 
town, in this District, remonstrating against the 
establishment of that line; and [ ask that it may 
be referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented the memorial 
of James Thompson, of Louisville, Kentucky, 
surviving partner of Strader & Thompson, pray- 
ing indemnity for losses sustained by reason of 
the violation of their contract for carrying the 
mail; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I have been requested to pre- 
sent a memorial of merchants and ship-owners of 
the city of Boston, and I beg leave to call the at- 
tention of the members of the Committee on Com- 
merce to some of the points presented in it. These | 
memorialists pray fora modification of the pro- | 
viso of the fifth section of the act of March, 1799, 
which requires that imported merchandise shall 
remain on board vessels for from seven to ten days 
after the arrival of the vessels in port. They 
wish to have that provision modified in such a 
manner as to enable the collector to take posses- 
sion of the merchandise within three days after 
the arrival of the vessel. The request seems to 
be a very reasonable one, particularly as foreign 
steamers the moment they enter port are permitted 
to land their merchandise, thus doing great com- 
parative injustice to other ship-owners and mer- 
chants by detaining the merchandise on board of 
sailing vessels so long that the merchants some- 
times lose the benefit of an early sale. I move 


the reference of the memorial to the Committee on 


Commerce. 
It was so referred. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I have also been requested 
to present the memorial of D. B. Sears, of Rock 
Island, Illinois. He prays that Congress will give 
him a right to a tract of land in a place where he 
has improved the Mississippi river by dams to a 
considerable extent. ‘The tract to which he refers 
contains but a small amount of public land, and 
has been improved by his labor. The Mississippi 
river, in that part of it, has also been very essen- 
tially improved by him. A similar grant was 
made sometime ago to a Mr. Davenport. I hope 
the Committee on Public Lands will see the pro- 
priety of placing this individual on the same foot- 
ing. I move that the memorial be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


It was so referred. 


Mr. FELCH presented the petition of D. J. 
Campau, in behalf of his father, Joseph Campau, 
praying a patent for a certain tract of land; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SOULE presented the petition of Jeremiah 
Harpham, an invalid pensioner, praying that his 
pension may commence from the time of his dis- 
ability; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the petition of the 
Sackett’s Harbor and Ellisburg Railroad Com- 
pany, asked to be dischargéd from the further 
consideration thereof; which was agreed to. 

CUBAN TRIPARTITE TREATY. 

A message from the President of the United 
States was received, by Mr. M. P. Fittmore, his 
Secretary, transmitting, in answer to a resolution 
of: the Senate of the 3d instant, a report from the 
Secretary of State in relation to the proposition 
for a tripartite convention in reference to the Island 
of Cuba. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not see the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations in his 
place, and therefore I move that the report be re- 
ferred to that committee, and that it be ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. SOULE. The understanding was that 
when the correspondence should be sent in, it 
would be, on motion by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, ordered to be printed, 
and that he would then give notice of the day 
upon which he wo@ld move its reference, in order 
that the general debate might take place upon the 
motion to refer. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I modify the motion in 
contormity to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Louisiana, and move at present merely that the 
report be ordered to be printed, and that it be laid 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announ- 
cing that it had passed ** An act making appropria- 


tions for the support of the Military Academy for 


the year ending the 30th ef June, 1854.” 
The bill was read a first and second time. 
Mr. SHIELDS. 

Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair would suggest 
to the Senator from Illinois, that as this is a gen- 
eral appropriation bill, it should, according to the 
usual custom, be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I am aware that such bills 


I move its reference to the | 


have been usually referred to the Committee on Fi- | 


nance, but that committee has, by some means or 
other, absorbed all the business of the other com- 
mittees, and it has been sometimes impossible for 
them to examine points that are essentially neces- 


sary to be considered in regard to these bills. This | 


isa military bill,and I think it ought to be consid- 
ered by the Committee on Military Affairs. It 
has been my intention, whenever the occasion 
should arise, to endeavor to have the labor of the 
Senate distributed, as far as could be, amongst 
the various committees. At the last session, all 
that was done by those committees amounted to 
nothing, because the Committee on Finance finally 
brought in a general bill covering everything. I 
hope there will be no objection to my motion. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I think it is proper to say, in 
vindication of the Committee on [inance, that 
they attend strictly to the business referred to 
them, and that they are now entirely at leisure, 
and would be glad to take up and dispose of the 
measure if referred to them. This bill has hereto- 
fore been sent to that committee, and I think it 
properly belongs tu the duties devolved upon 
them. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I have not made the slightest 
imputation upon the Committee on Finance, I 
made the motion to refer this bill to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs in order to relieve the 
Finance Committee from a portion of business 
that | think belongs more appropriately to other 
committees. 


I have prepared various amendments in reference | 


to this bill, originating from the necessities of the 
Military Academy at West Point. The institu- 
tion has addressed me upon the subject; so have 
various persons in the lassen and if the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Finance, Ll shall be 
compelled to turn that matter over to them. 

Mr. RUSK. It has been the universal rule of 
the Senate to refer all the appropriation bills to 
the Committee on Finance, and it is exceeding- 
ly proper that that should be done. If this bill, 
making appropriations for the support of the Mili- 
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| ported by the Committee on Finance. 
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Military Affairs, as a matter of course th 
Office appropriation bill will be referred 1 Pow 
comes here, to the Committee on the Post Office. ' 
Post Roads; the Indian appropriation |, i “Ce and 
Committee on Indian Affairs; the naval , the 
ation bill to the Committee on Naval Aten n- 
A Seyator. Why not? wn 
Mr. RUSK. There are varioy 
all of them should go to the Commi 
They have the whole subject-matte 


IS reasons wh, 
tee on Finan, 7 
r Of the finan... 


of the country before them. It has been then... 
versal practice to refer these bills to that a my 
tee; and besides, the estimates of the ae 

departments are sent to them, and it is very ea : 


that the business of that committee sh, 
divided out. It would bea strange st 
if we were to parcel out all the appropriation 
to the various other committees. | think it 
ceedingly proper that they should al 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I am aware of the dig, 
which the honorable Senator from Texas )_ 
suggested, and I do not know how we are: ho 
over it except by allowing the other commits, 
act in the first instance and then refer the sybic«., 
finally to the Committee on Finance. The (,, 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads onels .. 
consider first what relates to the post offices an 
post roads; the Committee on Military Agy.. 
what relates to military affairs, and so 6) 
then perhaps the propositions for appropri 
ought finally to pass under revision of the Commis 
teeon Finance. ‘Take this bill for instance: ; 
are various amendments which I wish to propos 
to it, affecting, some of them, the salary of +) 
officers of the institution, which question js poy 
before the Committee on Military Affairs, py 
referring the bill to the Committee on Finance y 
divide the matter between the two commitices 
rendering it inconvenient. ; 

Mr. PEARCE. All the bills making appr. 
priations for the support of Government hays 
always gone, and it strikes me ought always ; 
zo, to the Committee on Finance. The custom 
of that committee is, when bills of such character 
as this are before them, to consult very frankly 
with the committees having charge of other su). 
jects. We have generally consulted, as you, Mr 
President, are very well aware, with the Commit 
tee on Indian Affairs in regard to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill, and it is a very common practire 
for the Committees on Indian Affairs, Military 
Affairs, and Naval Affairs, to make suggestions, 
by way of amendment, to the appropriation bills, 
for the support of those different departments, re- 
It seems 
to me that unless we intend to break up the whole 
practice of the Senate, and take away the entire 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Finance, this bil 
should be referred to that committee. However, 
we shall abide by the pleasure of the Senate with 
a good grace. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Then I withdraw my motion. 
I had no object in the world in making it, except 
to accomplish what I believed to be necessary 

3ut if the practice be as suggested by the Senator 

from Maryland, perhaps I shall obtain my objec’ 
as effectually, if the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, as I would if it were referred 
the Military Committee. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 
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HON. DAVID MERIWETHER. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, submitted by Mr. Rusk on the 2Isi«! 
December : 

“Resolved, That the Hon. David Meriwether, late ame 
ber of the Senate from the State of Kentucky, be pale 
mileage and per diem up to the 20th day of December, i" 
clusive.”’ 

The PRESIDENT. According to the res 
the resolution requires three separate readings. 
has had its first reading; it will now have its se 
ond reading, if there be no objection. 

The resolution was read a second time, orderet 
to a third reading, and read athird time. | 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The question 1s, 5! 
the resolution pass?’’ ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [I think I understoo¢ 
from the gerftleman from Texas when he offered 
that resolution, ** that he had offered it witho® 
any consultation whatever with my late collesz"® 
Mr. Meriwether, but had done so upon his ow2 


|, tary Academy, be referred to the Committee on || motion. 


a. Ses 
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TISK. That is so. 
Mr. Rt SS ERWOOD. I have had no conver- 


Mr. | a Mr. Meriwether in any way upon 
sation = aal | rise now for the purpose of 
oo sur)tnat unless I can be assured that Mr. 
ae iar authorized the application, I, for one, 
ee xe for the resolution. I do it upon the 

sad that unless there is a controversy, and one 
goer’ knowledged, there is no precedent for 
and I think we ought not to set a new pre- 
| was a member of the House of Repre- 
when the first precedent upon this sub- 
I voted against it, and if it were now 
ew question, | would vote against it in every 
*.. The first case of the kind that ever hap- 
;. was that of Moore and Letcher, from the 
af Kentucky. I made a speech against the 
nay and mileage in that case to the 

tostant. My object was to place every contest 
- ; ais seat in Congress upon the same footing as 
ther contest, to make the individual enter 
his own responsibility, and risk all the 

- ngequences. ‘That was the practice of the House 
© + Representatives from the foundation of the 
- G vernment, SO far as my investigation went, up 
: That was de- 


ee 


stalling, 


at 1s ac 


nayme nt. 


Facies della a 


lon 
el 


‘ 


tatives 
+ was set. 


penet 
state 
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the ease of Moore and Letcher. 
i against my opinion, and against my vote. I 
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© ave ever since acquiesced in the precedent with- 
© 6 eanening my mouth against it. It was followed 
frerwards in the Senate. I think there was no 
i ge before that time in the Senate which se'tled 


the precedent. I am not, howeyer, perfectly cer- 
tain upon that point, beceuse I have not investiga- 
ted the proceedings of the Senate as I did investi- 
S §6eomte the proceedings of the other branch of Congress 
et that time. I believe, however, that since that 
period, the practice has been followed up in both 
-anches of Congress. 
This resolution, it seems to me, is an enlarge- 
upon that precedent, and one that I am not 
* willing to make, unless it be avowed that there 
was a controversy between Mr. Meriwether and 
Mr. Dixon. If the controversy had been avowed 
ipon the part of Mr. Meriwether, precedents 
would have justified the allowance; but there hav- 
¢ been no such controversy, I cannot vote for the 


resolution. 


5 


» Mr.SEWARD. Mr. President, I was in hopes 
® that this resolution would have passed unani- 
» mous!y. No one was more clearly satisfied in his 

own mind that Mr. Meriwether was not entitled 
» to the seat claimed here—not by him but for him 
= —thanI was. But, at the same time, it is due to 


him, it is due to truth and justice, to say that the 
juestion raised upon that subject was a new ques- 
uon, for which there was no precedent, and that 
some of the most distinguished Senators in this 
body were of the opinion that Mr. Meriwether 
was entitled to the seat for which the Legislature 
of Kentucky had elected Mr. Dixon. I think that 
we should have had greater difficulty in securing 
the seat to Mr. Dixon, if Mr. Meriwether had ap- 
peared here and claimed it. I am, therefore, grate- 
‘to him, and to his political friends in this body, 
that they relieved the question of that difficulty and 
embarrassment. They met it in a spirit of gener- 
sity; they met it in a spiritof magnanimity, and 
» ‘he majority of this House agreeing with him, 
‘a yielded to the convictions of the minority, and 
| gave the seat to Mr. Dixon. If there be nothing 
in the circumstances of this case which could in- 
duce any portion of the Senate to object to the 
resolution, except the fact of the delicacy of Mr. 
Meriwether in not appearing publicly to claim the 
seat, but in standing back while Senators main- 
tained it in his behalf—if there be nothing but this 
‘0 Separate this from other cases, we should at 
once pass this resolution, and give the compensa- 
ton which is asked. . 
Mr. BADGER. I concur, sir, in the view 
= W'ich has been taken of this subject by the hon- 
me rable Senator from New York. The case is 
4 e - which, though individual Senators may 
» '*ve been clear in their own minds with regard to 
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7 8 seat, there was u ndoubtedly a large division 


Fi ee several and respective Senators. . It 
my [ust therefore be considered, at all events, as a 
ase which, before the decision of the Senate upon 
as ets - doubt; and it seems to me that when 
whiece sm € circumstance that the gentleman for 

Seat was claimed by his friends did not 


hi . 3 ; : . 
mself interpose any claim, but waited quietly 
until the 







question should be adjudicated by the || 
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Senate, so far from furnishing a reason why this 
appropriation for his benefit should not be made, 
strengthens every other reason why it should be 
made by the Senate, and made promptly. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, | would sub- 
mit to the honorable Senator from Kentucky that 
his objection resolves itself into this: That if a 
gentleman conducts himse!f with great delicacy, 
he is not to be paid according to the usual rules of 
the body; but if, on the other hand, he comes for- 
ward here and presses his own claims with ardor 
and perseverance, he is entitled to the compensa- 
tion usually awarded. In this controversy, Mr. 
Meriwether certainly conducted himself with un- 
usual delicacy and reserve. I think I may say 
that, as far as 1 have any knowledge on the sub- 
ject, he never approached an individual member of 
the Senate with regard toit. I haveno knowledge 
of his intimating a wish on the subject to any one. 
So far, then, from this inducing us not to make 
the usual allowance to him, it should be, in my 
opinion, an additional reason why we should do 
so. But,sir,if I rightly understood the course of 
the debate upon that subject, the question turned 
upon precedents apparently in opposition to the 
language of the Constitution, upon which there 
was a very considerable diversity of sentiment. | 
concur, therefore, with the Senator from North 
Carolina, and the Senator from New York, in the 
hope that this resolution may pass without any 
objection from any quarter. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Itis due, sir, to the late Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, {Mr. Meriwether,} to say that 
he not only did not claim the seat now held by the 
gentleman over the way, [Mr. Dixon,] but he did 
not claim to contest the seat, and he does not now 
claim the compensation proposed to be given to 
him. He leaves the question of compensation, 
as he left the question of the right to take the seat, 
with the Senate. He came here at the beginning 
of the session under the impression that he was 
constitutionally entitled to the seat. He came 
here underthe advice and counsel of distinguished 
lawyers in the country, and of distinguished Sen- 
ators, who honestly entertained the conviction 
that he was entitled to the place. The Senate have 
ruled otherwise. He is satisfied with the decision. 
He sets up no claim whatever to the compensa- 
tion; andl understood the honorable Senator from 
Texas, when he introduced the resolution, to say 
that he offered it without the knowledge, and of 
course without the eonsent of Mr. Meriwether. 
I have said thus much merely for the purpose of 
letting the Senate and the country know that he 
sets up no claim whatever to the compensation. 

Mr. RUSK. When I introduced this resolu- 
tion, it was without consultation either with Mr. 
Meriwether or any of his friends, or with any 
person who had voted in favor of his right to a 
seat here. AsI stated upon a former occasion, 
when his credentials were presented at the last 
session, an opinion was expressed that he would 
continue to be Senator from Kentucky, until the 
next meeting of the Legislature of that State. The 
opinion was expressed by Senators in various 
quarters, entitled to the highest respect for their 
intelligence and integrity. No decision was come 
to upon that question at that time, but I think 
everybody understood that there would be a ques- 
tion raised at the next session upon these convic- 
tions of Senators, upon no claim of Mr. Meri- 
wether’s. We were notified of that by the honor- 
able Senator from California, [Mr. Gwiy,] and 
1 believe such was the general understanding. 
Therefore, Mr. Meriwether came here at this ses- 
sion, as I think he oughtto have come. He knew 
there was going to be a controversy; every one 
knew it. The controversy did take place without 
any procurement of Mr. Meriwether. That fact 
being known, I think it was his duty to come here, 
because, if the decision of the Senate had been 
other than what it was, he would have been Sena- 
tor; and if he had been absent, he would, to some 
extent, have neglected a duty imposed upon him 
by his commiss'on. 

So far as I have seen anything of Mr. Meri- 
wether—and previous to that time we were on 
terms of personal friendshipand intimacy—he has 
acted very delicately. I have seen him but very 
little during thetime. He retired from the Senate 
Chamber, and he did not talk with members gen- 
erally. I think I did not see him more than 
half a dozen times, and then at a distance, during 
the pendency of the controversy. | think his 
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coming here was under a sense of duty; that his 
conduct here was commendable; and that under 
such circumstances, he is entitled justly and fairly 
to the compensation. 

Previous to the introduction of this resolution, I 
had no consultation on the subject with him or any 
of his friends. 1 have had none since, except this 
morning in the Chamber. It will be remembered 
that when I presented the resolution, its considera- 
tion was objected to by the honorable Senator from 
Indiana, [Mr. Brigur,} and the honorable Sena- 
tor from California, [Mr. Gwin.}] The only con- 
sultation which | have had upon the subject.has 
been with those Senators this morning, In order 
to ask them what course they intended to pursue, 
because I was anxious to call up the resolution, 
and did not want to have it lie over any longer. 

Mr. MANGUM. I hope the resolution will 
pass. I, sir, had perhaps as clear an opinion upon 
this question as any gentleman in the Senate, yet 
| found other gentlemen, quite as intelligent, some 
more intelligent than myself, entertaining an opin- 
ion directly contrary to mime; and I must say 
that, very much to my astonishment, one of 
most intelligent Whigs in the southern country 
who was here during the pendency of the coniro 
versy, expressed to me privately the opinion that 
he thought it as clear a case as ever was presented 


the 


in favor of the gentleman who lost the seat. To 
be sure, | was surprised at the expression of such 


an opinion. But I look upon it that, in al) these 
cases, where there is any real contest, any essen- 
tial difference of opinion, the Senate ought to pur- 


sue the course that has been hitherto usual; and I 
trust, therefore, the resolution to pay this ge ptie- 
man will be passed with great unanimity. I shall 


vote for it. 
The resolution was passed. 
MEXICAN BOUNDARY 
Mr. WELLER. I! 
and consider the resolution submitted by me yes- 
terday. »b- 
jection. 
The motion was agreed to, 
was adopted after being modified so as to read: 


COMMISSION. 


isk the Senate to take up 


[ have modified it so asto remove all 


and the resolution 


Resolved, That the President of the United St 
quested to inform the Senate whether the boundary line be 
tween the United States and Mexico has been faily 
and established, and if not, whether the © 
expired for the want of a Commissiont rand Sarvs yor on 
the part of this Government. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE ARMY AND NAVY. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill ** to increase the efficiency of the Army by a 
retired list for disabled officers.’’ 

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, it was ex 
sidered by those who originated this bi!l—I!I had 
not that honor—that it was one of very great im- 
portance to the Army, and also tothe Navy. It 
has passed the Senate heretofore and failed in the 
House for want of time. My desire now is, that 
it should be passed as early as possible, in the hope 
that it will pass the House this seasion. I offer 
the following amendment as a substitute for the 
whole bill: 


ites be r 


runout 
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Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That if any commissioned officer of the Army, Navy, or 
of the Marine Corps, shall have become incapable of per 
forming the duties of his office by reason of age, wounds, or 
disease incurred in the service of the United he 
shall be placed upon a retired list, and retired from the ser 
vice, with the pay proper of his rank, and with the service 
ration to which he is entitled at the time, but without any 
other allowance to which he might be entitled if he ce 
tinued in the service, either in the line or staff; anv 
officer next in the line of promotion, who is physically eth 
cient, shall be promoted to the place of the retired officer, 
with the rations and emoluments appertaining thereto, but 
shall continue to receive the pay proper of the grade from 
which he was promoted, until an actnal vacancy shall hap 
pen, to which he may succeed, according to the heretofore 
established laws of the service ; and the same 
motion, pay, and allowances shall be applied 
the vacancies and promotions cor 
ment of an officer as herein provided 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That to earry out the 
provisions of this act, any officer of the Army, Navy 
Marine Corps, who may have been incapacitated as herein 
recited, and who shall voluntarily apply to be retired 
active service; or, on being ordered to pertorm the duties 
appropriate to his commission, shall reporthimself unsble to 
comply with such order ; or when any officer, in the judgment 
of the President, shal! have become in any way incapacitated 
for the performance of the duties of his offiee, the Presid 
of the United States, at his discretion, shall direct the See 
retary of War, in case of the Army, and the 
the Navy, in case of the Navy or Marine Corp 
ease of such officer, if an officer of the Army, to 4n army 
board, and if an officer of the Navy, to a nz ! 

' composed of not less than three, nor more than seven Com- 
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missioned officers, to be detailed from those of superior rank 
to him whose case is under couside ration, as far as his grade 
and the interest of the service will permit; and the said 
board shall determine upon the case referred to them, and 


their opinion thereon, with the record of the proceedings, | 


_ THE CONGRESSION 


1) 


i} 


shall be transmitted to the Secretary of War, or Secretary | 


of the Navy, as the case may be, to be laid beiore the Pres 
ident of the United States for his approval or disapproval ; 
and if in the judgment of the board the officer be considered 
incapacitated for active service, and the President approve 
such judgment, said officer shall thereupon be placed upon 
the list of retired officers according to the previous section 
of this act. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the President, in 
his discretion, may direct any officer, who shall have served 
forty years in the military or naval service of the United 
States, to be placed on the list of retired officers as afore- 
said. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was 

reported to the Senate as amended. 


Mr. HALE. I hope this bill will not be forced 
upon its passage to-day. My recollection does 
not agree with that of the honorable Senator from 
Illinois. I do not think we have ever passed such 
a bill since [ have been a member of the Senate. 
I will not say that we have not; but my recollec- 
tion is that we have not. I have watched the 

rogress of this bill, and I will state the case which 
7 varticularly led me to direct my attention to 
it. There is a friend of mine in the Navy who I 
think will be seriously afflicted by it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. In the Army? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; in the Navy. Heisa 
young man who lost his sight entirely by gallant 
and meritorious conduct, I think on the Island of 
Cuba, in relieving some British sailors. His con- 
duct was so meritorious that I have been informed 
—though I have not seen the statement of it in the 
report of the proceedings of the House of Com- 
mons—it was alluded to in the House of Com- 
mons of Great Britain, as a highly-meritorious 
act, which would entitle him to some mark of ap- 

»yrobation from the Government of Great Britain; 
Soe it was suggested that such a mark would more 
properly come from his own Government, and the 
thing was postponed. He was a young man, I 
think, about twenty or twenty-five, when he per- 
formed that act; but from that day to this, he has 
been incurably blind, and he is now, I think, less 
than forty years of age. I should be unwilling, 
exceedingly unwilling, in furnishing a retired list— 
notwithstanding one of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs thinks [ am always op- 
posed to the Navy, but I believe I am the ale 
consistent friend it has on this floor—te see a 
young officer of the Navy, who incurred such a 
dreadful calamity as that in rendering a highly- 
meritorious service, packed away like a sick and 
lame horse that could not be used any longer. I 
should be sorry to see that. 

There is another case, in the Army, which is 
familiar, [ think, to every member of the Senate. 
I refer to the case of Major Searle, which [ think 
has been before us. You, sir, know what his 
situation was. He was rendered entirely help- 
less by a ball received in his spine in the Florida 
campaign; and [ think on one occasion an at- 
tempt was made by the administration of the War 
Department to overslaugh him on that account, 
which did not meet the approbation of the Senate. 
In making any retired list for the Army or the 
Navy, with which I do not want to interfere, for 
war is not my vocation, I do hope and prey that 
cases like those to which I have referred may re- 
ceive the consideration of the committee, and may 
not be subjected to what it seems to me, upon 
hearing the bill read, they will be subjected if it 
should pass. Now, if some such cases as these 
could be taken care of—and I have no objection, 


if you pass the bill, to retire the whole of them— | 


I would not find fault. But I do pray that cases 
of this sort may not be'thus summarily i 
of, by hastily acting on this amendment. If the 
bill as amended in Committee of the Whole 
should now be postponed, and ordered to be 
printed, and taken up at some future day, and 
such cases as [ have spoken of can be taken care 
of, I shall interpose no objection to it; but I do 
pray that those who are suffering the severest 
evils that can afflict humanity—evils which they 
have suffered in consequence of their gallantry and 
noble bearing—may not be subjected to the danger 
of being placed in a worse situation than those 


that have avoided like difficulties by avoiding like | 


perils. That is all I have to say. ; 
Mr. TOUCEY. I wish to saya single word 
upon the general subject. I look upon a measure 

















| 


| put others over their heads? 


cause [ think that leaving disabled men, who have 
become so by reason of age or infirmity in the 
Army or the Navy upon full pay, is an evil which 
in some mode should be remedied. I know of no 
better remedy, according to the system which 
now exists, and according to existing laws, than 


to allow that class of officers to withdraw from | 


active service upon half pay. That, I understand 


| to be the proposition of the Senator from Illinois. 
I look upon it, therefore, as substantially a measure | 


of reform. It may be misrepresented, it may be 


| perverted, but it is essentially in itself a system of 
reform, by which you will allow those who have || 


spent their best days in the service of the country, 
instead of being cast off, to maintain their rank 
and position, and to dispense with one half their 


| pay. It is in that view that I shall give my cordial | 


support to this measure. The particular details 
of the bill have not come under my observation, 
but I desired to say so much upon the general sub- 
ject. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise to make an in- 


| quiry of the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs with regard to the operation of this 
bill. ‘There are some officers who have lost a leg 


| or an arm; some may be laboring under one dis- 
| ability and some under another, and some officers 


thus situated are now in the Army performing ac- 
tive duty so far as they are able to do it. I want 
to ascertain from the chairman, whether this bill 
will have the effect to exclude officers thus situa- 
ted from the service against their own will, and to 
For instance, I will 
give you the case of Colonel Loring, who has lost 
an arm. With one arm, he can be an efficient 
field officer, and perhaps perfornf all the duties 


which would devolve upon him if promoted to the || 


rank of general, although disabled in one arm. I 
should consider it a great misfortune to Colonel 
Loring, who has been thus honorably disabled in 
the service to be precluded from all hope of future 
promotion, and to be compelled to retire upon the 
pay of a retired officer; thus cutting off all pros- 


pect of further advancement in consequence of | 
There are cases also—and I || 
have a friend whose case induces me to make the 


previous wounds. 


remark—of captains and inferior commissioned 
officers, who are disabled in part, and who, not- 
withstanding their disability, might perform the 
duties of a major if promoted to that rank, or that 
of any field officer. They might be able to per- 
form duty on horseback, which their disabilities 


would prevent thera from performing on foot. If | 
such men are obliged - this bill to go upon the || 


retired list, and have all prospect of future pro- 


motion cut off, it will bea death-blow to them, || 


and they would almost prefer to sacrifice life rather 


than be placed in such a situation; for all the hope || 


of elevating themselves above the position in which 
they now are would be taken away. 
sire is, that my honorable friend shall explain, if 


he pleases, the operation of his bill in such cases | 


as | have referred to. 


Mr. SHIELDS. The honorable Senator from | 
Connecticut has characterized this bill properly. || 


[t is essentially a measure of reform. 1 meant to 
have said, when I asked to have the bill taken up, 
that [ did not desire to say anything upon its mer- 


its, because I did not believe the bill would pro- | 
voke any discussion; but I may now be permitted | 
to say that unless some such bill is passed, neither || 


the Army nor the Navy can render efficient, active 
service. There are several other bills to follow 
this, of which this is the foundation, and without 
which we can render none of those which are to 
follow it, effective. 
who have become wholly disabled, so that they 


| cannot perform the duties of their station on ac- 


count of wounds received in service, or-on account 
of age, or disease, shali be retired under certain 


circumstances, when they ask and request to be | 
That is one case; and no injustice can | 


so retired. 
be done to a man who asks and requests it. The 


second case is, when they are called to perform a | 
duty appertaining to their office, and they are in- | 
competent, and declare themselves to be so, on ac- | 
count of wounds, age, or disease. The third case | 
is that which provides that the President of the | 


United States may adjudge certain officers incom- 
petent, when he considers them to be so on ac- 


count of any of the causes which I have named; || 


but in these cases, he is to submit the matter toa 


board of officers, consisting of not less than three | 
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of this kind, as really a measure of reform; be- | 


What I de- | 


It provides first, that officers | 
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nor more than seven members. 
three principal points; so that the c 
by the honorable Senator from N 
will not be affected by this bill, unless the offi. 
themselves wish to retire, or unless the Ft hl 
themselves unable to perform any dut ~ a 
| ing to their office; and then it will be the graia- 
the President to submit that matter to th he of 
| provided. The cases referred to by the ‘0 — 
Senator from Kentucky will not be touched aa 
bill at all. These gentlemen are in the 
know them all, [ believe. They are actiy 
efficient officers, and although they have en 
from wounds, still they are excellent in 
discharge their duty. wre, and 
This bill passed the Senate two years avo 
was broughtin here by my predecessor », : 
Military Committee, (Mr. Davis, of Mississi : 
and was lost in the House for want of a 
| | have felt it my duty to bring it in at this , a 
/and I have added the provisions respecting i 
|| Navy, at the request of various officers oa. 
Navy, that the oe and Navy may be put y; ” 
the same footing. think that is & correct p; 
ciple. I will add that, as the Army and Navy 
now constituted, from the number of officers 
annuated and totally disabled, so that 1 
perform no portion of duty, you can never mak, 
either of those arms of the public service very of. 
|| cient. Something of the kind proposed by thie 
bill exists in almost every other army in the world, 
In fact, this is a_bill providing the means of sy), 
sistence for these poor disabled officers during |jf. 
instead of doing as we may otherwise be com. 
elled to do finally—turn them out of the service 
t provides a refuge, a support for those meiPwh, 
| have been irrecoverably and irremediably inj 
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in the service, and who are no longer able to per. 


form any service. I think no man can object to a 

bill of that kind. : 
| Mr. CASS. I believe, for my own part, that 
| this is one of the best bills that we have had be. 
fore us connected with the Army and Navy, [t 
has been before us for three or four years, and | 
suppose I express the feelings of the officers them. 
selves, when I say that they are altogetherin fayor 
of it. It may, perhaps—I do not see how—but it 
well may,as is always the case more or less, work 
some personal injustice. But I do not see how it 
| can. 

Mr.SHIELDS. It is impossible that it should, 

| unless through the act of the President. 

Mr. CASS. Ihave not examined the bill lately, 
but according to my recollection of it, there must 
be a board to decide with regard to the disability. 
You can leave the officers in no safer hands than 
theirown. The President cannot put a man in 
that condition. The disability must first be in- 
quired into by a board of officers—ofiicers with the 
same interests and same feelings as those brought 
before them as being disabled. There is no mil- 
tary service in any country which has not some 
such law in relation to it; and the Senator from 
|| Iinois has well said that if you do not pass such 
a bill, you will have your Army, in the course of 
time, filled with superannuated men utterly incom- 
| petent to do business. In other countries, the pre- 
vision is called half pay for life; disabled officers 
are retired on half pay for life. Here is an officer 
utterly incompetent to do the duties of his office; 
the Government is willing to give him about balf 
of what he received for full services; but it cannot 
| do it; he stands in the way of one man, and in the 
way of another; and thus it goes on, officers below 
| him performing duties which the law does not re 
quire them to do, on account of his incapacity. It 

is his misfortune—a misfortune incident, perhays, 
|| to his line of life—but the service of the country 
|| Must not suffer by it; and nothing will save ‘e 

Army and Navy but sucha bill. The service w! 
not tolerate such cases; and in the event of a wa’, 
it will be found, unless some such bill is passe’, 
necessary for the President and Senate to over 
slaugh them. I do not see how it can be pre 
vented. You cannot send men round the coun''y 
performing the duties of others who receive 'u! 
pay. It is better to let them retire, as the 
proposes. In this, I think, I speak the uniform 
opinion of the Army. It was drawn up by 8 ge" 
tleman who was one of the best officers in “¢ 
Army, and one of the most able Senators; 8" 
1 recollect, on reading it, | was perfectly satisfied 
‘| with it. I hope it will pass without opposite”. 
Mr. HALE. My desire to have the consider 
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of the fill postponed was, that it might be | 
ale’ d.go that we may have an opportunity to 
pee eit. I have a satisfactory reason for this, 
he fact that a new bill has been introduced this 
de ng as a substitute for another bill. Ido not 
mend to enter into the details of the arrangement 
we ye Army or Navy. I know nothing about | 
a and ['am willing to leave them to those to | 
os “they properly belong. All that I desired 
“ we should not do any injustice. It has 
ao ail that a man cannot be put in a condition 
ore he shall be deprived of his pay and emolu- 
nts, unless he says that he is disabled. Take 
se of Major Searle. I name him because 
age js familiar to the Senate. He is utterly 
sacitated for service, utterly incompetent, but | 
Senate refused to stand bY and see him over- 
‘inyzhed. Suppose he is ordered to perform ac- 
se duty, and he declares, as he must, that he is 
‘eanacitated? Then, as I understand the bill, | 
there is to be a board of officers to decide upon | 
he case, and see whether he is incapacitated. Of | 
rse they must decide that he is, being unable | 
,yse his limbs, and perhaps only just able to live 
his pay and hire his servant. He is to be 
caat aside and put upon half pay as useless lum- 
ber, although the Senate refused to see him over- | 
shed, and his right of promotion cut off on | 
ount of disabilities incurred in the service of 
the country. b 
* Let me call the attention of the Senate to another 
ase, When a bill works apparent injustice, it is 
.n unjust bill. Take the case of the young man 
in the Navy, to whom I have referred. A young 
man of twenty-five has entered the service with all | 
the spirit and ambition which belongs to young 
men thus entering life; and he loses his eyesight in 
the service of his country. His pay is about 
enough to support him economically. But by this 
| you subject him to a situation in which that 
nay will be reduced one half. Thus you make | 
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of the service, the Army and Navy, and the Bu- 
reaus, and that itis for the benefit of the nation 
and the service to turnthem out. There are drones 
in the Army and drones in the Navy; butit would 
be cruel to them to turn them out, and thus render 
the Army and Navy efficient, if they have become 
superannuated in the service, and disabled and 
wounded, without making some provision for 
them. No just and generous nation could do that. 
I am astonished at the suggestion that this is an 
| unjust bill. 1 am the last man to bring in any bill 
which would be unjust to those men wifo are in 
the Army and Navy. It is my purpose to make 
provision for them, to give them a support, and 
an ample support; but, at the same time, it is im- 
possible to proceed with any measure of reform 
in the Army or the Navy, or any other branch of 
the public service, without removing from that ser- 
vice men whom we all know to be incompetent to 
discharge the duties of their station. Sir, there 
are men on our frontiers, and there were men in 
Mexico, who, though only holding the rank of 
captain, commanded regiments, while the colonels 
of the regiments remained at home, unable to go 
into the field, and yet received the pay and emolu- 
ments of their office. There were men there com- 
manding regiments because the colonel was not in 
the field, and he still held his place, because no 
President would turn himout. And no President 
will do it under the present state of things, though 
they are old and superannuated men, without giv- 
ing them some compensation, and providing some 
mode by which they can live. Sie laws never 
have made provision for them in case of removal, 
and never will, I think, if the honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire could have hisway. How- 
ever, I have done my duty. 

The PRESIDENT. Te question is on the 
motion to postpone the consideration of the bill 
until to-morrow. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I am opposed to the postpone- 


wer 


the case 
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man 


bravery acrime, and foster cowardice and skulk- || ment. I want to decide the bill one way or an- 
ing. You virtually say to your officers when || other. ae 

they are about entering the service of the country, || Mr. DOWNS. I hope this bill will be passed 
“Take opre that you do not get wounded, or put || now. It seems to me that no objection can be 


made to it. I have no doubt that it has been very 
carefully prepared by the committee, and | think 
we ought to trust somewhat to their discretion in 
preparing it. It is not probable that a measure of 
| this kind can be perfected at once; but this is the 
commencement of what we all feel to be desirable. 

I think we cannot do better than pass the bill. 
The Senator from New Hampshire seems to op- 
pose the bill on the ground that injustice may be 
done to the class of officers who will go on the re- 
tired list; though he seems to forget altogether an- 
other class of officers, who are interested in the 
matter, and the country also—I allude to that class 
who perform the duties of the superannuated offi- 
cers. The Senator’s objection to the bill seems to 
be that by it we may not treat with sufficient kind- 
ness and liberality those officers who may render 
meritorious services hereafter. I do notthink the 
country will fail in their duty in that respect. I 
do not think that, by the provisions of the bill, 
there is any danger of injustice being done to such 
officers; and if itshould operate unjustly upon any 
of them, I have no doubt the Legislature would 
provide for such cases. On the other hand there 
is a hardship which ought to be prevented. There 
are officers who, in a subordinate capacity, have 
been compelled for years and years to perform 
duties appertaining to a higher grade. In the 
Mexican war, there was scarcely a regiment in the 
field ever commanded by the officer highest in rank, 
for they were commanded by captains, majors, and 
|| other inferior officers, who performed all the duties 
of their superior. I reall as far as any man 
to be perfectly liberal; and I am sure the nation 
and the Government always will be liberal to 
. those who have performed meritorious services; 
‘ie Senate are disposed to pass it, they will; and if || but I am unwilling, at the same time, that injustice 
hot, it must fail. But I wish to say.one thing, and || should be done to those who do actual service. I 
‘iat is, that the Senator from New Hampshire, || have never heard an objection seriously urged 
who seems to have taken occasion heretofore to against the measure here or elsewhere. If we de- 
lay acting upon it, it may defeat it in the other 


assail the Nay 
Mr. HALE. I deny it. House, for this is a short session. I hope we will 
not do so by differences on minor matters, and 


Mr. SHIELDS. Now seems to take a special | 
eee in Opposing this bill, which is intended to || imperfections which may bein it. I hope, there- 
fore, the bill will pass. 


on both the Army and Navy. I agree with | 
Mr. BRADBURY. Mr. President, 1 am dis- 
posed to favor a bill of this character, believing, 


ae and I agree with others, that a reformation is 
needed in both branches of the service. I will also 
| when properly considered, that it may result in 


yourselves in a condition in which you can render 
no further service to the country, because the mo- 
ment you lose your limbs by exposure to danger, 
that moment your country puts you byas useless, 
like a disabled animal, no further fit for use. | 
say, that a bill that does that is, to my humble 
apprehension, an unjust bill, and ought not to 
pass. No motives of convenience, to my mind, 
ean justify it. I see no injustice that can be done 
by allowing the bill to lie over until to-morrow. 
Nobody knows what it is. I therefore move to | 
postpone the further consideration of the bill until 
to-morrow, and that the bill be printed. 

Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator speaks of 
the harshness of the operation of such a bill, and 
supposes that it only gives to the officers one half | 
what they received before they are disabled. Ifa 
man loses both his arms in battle, and goes out of 
the service, he gets a pension. And what is it? 
fe can get his half pa 
Mr. HALE. You do not turn him out. 
Mr. CASS. What difference does it make | 
whether he goes out by his own consent or by a | 
provision of law. I speak of the operation of the | 
system. The most that any man can get is half 
pay. We propose to give these officers about full 
pay—that is what is called pay proper. At any 
rate itis about double the compensation given b 
your pension laws for the highest rate of disabil- 
ity known in our service or any other. What in- 
justice is therein that? I repeat, this subject has 
seen before us for years, and has been fully con- 
sidered, and I do not think anything new can arise || 
out of post oning it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I do not wish to waste the | 
ume of the Senate by debating this measure. If 
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state that there is a mass of incapacity and super- 


‘nnuated imbecility weighing down both branches || public good. But I would like to call the attention |, 
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of the honorable chairman of the Cornmittee on 
Military Affairs to the objections that have been 
made by the Senator from New Hampshire, and 
inquire whether they might not be obviated by 
making a distinction between the cornpensation 
that should be received in the cases of those who 
have incarred disability in the performance of gal- 
lant service in the line of their duty? 

Mr. SHIELDS. 1 will makea staternent which 
ought, I think, to satisfy the Senator from New 
Hampshire, and my friend from Maine. The 
President now can turn outany officer of the Army. 
He has the power to do it, but he will not do it 
unless there is some provision made for them. 
And again: this bill cannot turn one man out of 
the Army, unless with the approval of the Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. BRADBURY. The point to which I was 
about to direct attention, was this: That there 
ought to be a distinction between the cases where 
the disability arises in the discharge of gallant 
service in the line of the officer’s duty, and those 
cases where the disability arises during inactivity, 
or without the exhibition of any superior eallantry 
There may be cases where an officer is totally un- 
able to perform his duty—and this is the point-— 
who yet may be entitled to something more than 
half pay. An officer receives a wound, or is de- 
yrrived of his sight in the discharge of his duty. 
In a case of that kind | would discriminate, and 
authorize the President to bestow full pay on such 
an officer. He may lose his limbs; he may be 
unable to clothe or feed himself, and being unable 
to perform his duties—having received the wound 
in the performance of his duty—I think he ought 
to receive enough to support him. Itis, therefore, 
with the view of examining considerations of this 
kind that I would express the wish that the bill 
should be laid over and printed. It can be taken 
up again to-morrow morning; and I shall 
posed to vote fora bill which, after having had 
an opportunity to examine it, I may think will 
meet the cases which this bill is designed to meet 

Mr. SUMNER. I have no desire to say any- 
thing on the general question; but | must make 
the request of my friend from Illinois, that he 
should consent to the postponement of this bill, 
that we may all enjoy the advantage which he him- 
selfhas had. No one who knows that Senator, 
can suppose that he, inany way, would be a p urty 
to a bill which had tn it any element of injustice. 
It has been said that this bill is unjust in some of 
its provisions. I wish that we may all have an 
opportunity to read it, to know what its provisions 
are. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The only reason -why | was 
anxious to pass this bill this morning, was in order 
that it might have an opportunity to be acted upon 
in the other House during this session. It has 
failed to pass through the other House before, for 
want of time, and I am afraid if it is not acted upon 
now, it will fail again. 

Several Senarors. 
row. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will consent that it be post- 

poned until to-morrow, with a view to have it 
printed. 
' Mr. BORLAND. I hope that it will not be 
postponed, but that it will be acted upon now. It 
is a subject which has been before us several! times 
within the last three or four years. I did think 
that ifany subject had been fully considered, both 
by the Senate and the country, this was the ques- 
tion aboveall others. The objection made by cer- 
tain Senators, seems to be that it does not provide 
well enough for the officers of the Army. I have 
taken some pains to ascertain the opinions of many 
officers of the Army on this subject. I was on the 
committee, and am still on the committee which 
reported the bill. We have taken pains to ascer- 
tain the views of the officers of the Army, and if 
there has been any one who has expressed any 
objection to it, | am ignorant of the fact. “Those 
who have jriven their views in favor of it, are as 
well qualified to give an opinion as any persons 
can be. As the bill has been so long before the 
Senate and the country, I hope we may have im- 
mediate action upon it. 

Mr. CHASE. I hope the acquiescence of my 
friend from Illinois, in the suggestion with regard 
to the postponement of this question, will meet 
with the concurrence of the Senate. I trust that 
it will be postponed, simply because I desire that 
the business of the Senate may be conducted in- 


be dis- 


We can take it up to-mor- 
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tellizently. The amendment which is now under 
consideration was introdaced this morning as a 
substitute for a bill which has been long upon our 
tables. Comparing that substitute in manuscript, 
as read at the desk of the Secretary, with the print- 
ed bill, I find there are some very essential differ- 
ences, and these differences ought to receive a care- 
ful consideration, at least as careful a consideration 
as can be procured by having the bill printed and 
laid on our tables, to be taken up to-morrow. My 
friend who reported the bill is a gentleman in 
whose judgment and discretion I have very great 
confidence, and generally I find myself concurring 
with him in my vote. Buthe should recollect that 
while he and the members of his committee have 
had an opportunity to see this before, though in 
writing, other gentlemen have not had the privi- 
lege of seeing it at all. I hope, therefore, it will 
be postponed, 

Mr. BORLAND. I hopethatas the chairman 
and other members of the Military Committee ac- 
quiesce in the postponement, there will be a gen- 
eral understanding that it shall be taken up and 
acted upon to-morrow. 

Several Senarors. Certainly. 

Mr. STOCKTON. [have no objection to the 
postponement of this bill till to-morrow; nay, I de- 
sire that it may be postponed to a still more remote 
period. I do not rise, however, to discuss that 
question, but simply to ask the chairman of the 
Military Committee, if he is not willing to leave 
the business of the Navy in the Senate to the Na- 
val Committee, and whether he will not be kind 
enough, in the generosity of his temper, to believe 
that the Naval Committee will use their best ex- 
ertions in behalf of the Navy, and whether he will 
not consent to strike out of the bill the words, 
**the Navy, and to the Marine Corps?” 

Mr. SHIELDS. Iam perfectly willing to refer 
the whole matter to the Naval Committee, and 
they will do me a very great favor if they will take 
it upon their shoulders. The Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs have included the Navy in this bill, 
because, on a former occasion, the Committee on 
Naval Affairs felt it rather hard because we intro- 
duced a bill for the Army, and did not include the 
Navy. And another reason for including both in 
one bill, was that they might be precisely upon the 
same footing; because, if one bill is brought in for 
the Army, and another for the Navy, they might 
differ in principle and in detail. But I will con- 
sent, if the Senator wishes it, to refer the whole 
subject to the Naval Committee, and let them in- 
vestigate it. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The honorable Senator 
would then commit a greater error than I think he 
has committed now, because he would refer to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs an important subject, 
of which they know little or nothing in compari- 
son with the experience and knowledge which his 
own gallant services have afforded him. He is 
well, no one is better, acquainted with the wants 
of the Army, and no one can or will do it more 
justice. I have no doubt he is equally disposed to 
do justice to the Navy; but certainly there is a 
difference between the wants of the Army and the 
Navy of the United States in many particulars, 
and perhaps in none more so than in the matters 
of efficiency and discipline. Sir, that the Navy 
of the United States requires some reform in sev- 
eral particulars, | think there are but few who 
doubt; but this bill cannot secure the reforms ad- 
verted to, some of which I will mention, at the 
risk of being tedious. It contains but little power 
that is not already vested by law in the Executive 
Department of the Government. The President 
of the United States and the Secretary of the Navy 
can now put any officer on furlough who cannot 
perform his duty; and why do they not perform 
that duty—unpleasant duty, 1 grant?) Why is it 
that Senators ask us to stand between the Execu- 
tive government and the people in regard to their 
woper responsibilities and duties? The law, sir, 
already given them power to clear away all 
this rubbish of which the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs speaks. Such 
versons as he speaks of have no business in the 
a They ought to have been furloughed long 
ago. The channel should have been opened be- 
fore this, and in a different way. The best offi- 
cers of the Navy should have been called up to 
the performance of the highest duties of the pro- 
fession, without regard to their rank. The reason 


they have not been so called is to be found in the , 


imbecility of the Government. If they have not 
the power to do it now, let them take the respon- 
sibility, and ask it. 


But, sir, if it is fecessary for the Senate now to | 


interfere, let us have a well-considered system. 
Let us begin and make a thorough reform. But 
is it wise to do this now; to do this on the eve 
of the outgoing of an Administration? 
mitfee on Naval Affairs, I believe, for twelve 
months, have thought of nothing more earnestly 
and anxiously than naval reform, and they de- 
sign to submit, some of these days, to the Senate 
their views of that reform. But some of them 
wish to begin at the Navy Department. 

Sir, all the members of that committee cherish 
a regard, a patriotic love, for the Navy. They 


The Com- | 


cherish those feelings for it not only on account of | 


the remembrances of the past, but the anticipations 
of the future. They remember that this nation is 
indebted to the Navy more than to the Army, or 
to all the other defensive institutions of the coun- 
try, for,its present lofty and prosperous position. 
That I say without fear of contradiction. Sir, 
when dismay pervaded this country, when the 
dark cloud of misfortune was hovering over you, 
when defeat followed defeat in your Army, whose 
shouts of triumph reanimated and reinvigorated the 
patriot’s heart? It was your gallant Navy. And 


yet, sir, the honorable Senator from New Hamp- | 


shire |Mr. Hare] only on yesterday complained 
of the expenses of the Navy. Sir, the expenses 
of our Navy are nothing in comparison with its 
importance, its usefulness. They never have been. 
One battle—the battle of the Constitution and 
Guerriere—was worth more to this nation than all 
the treasure that has ever been expended upon 
the Navy. 
I speak the British Navy and invincibility were, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


' awhile,’’ said Hull. Steadily he kee; 


| niously, if you please, by the will of the Presid 


Remember, that at the time of which | 


in the minds of most of our countrymen, one and | 
the same thing; and remember, also, that your | 


Executive quailed before the terrors of that invin- 
cibility. Your ships were ordered to be laid up, 
and your coast and mercantile marine abandoned 
to the enemy. 

It was an officer of the Navy (Hull) who, 


against authority, without orders, in opposition to 


the will of the Government, went to sea, and with | 


his noble ship and gallant crew achieved for you 


that victory which astonished the world and elec- | 


trified our own Government and people, and from 
its moral effect, was worth, as I have said, all the 
money you have ever expended upon the Navy. 
The importance, the effect, the value of that fight 
of Hull’s it is impossible to measure or to explain. 
In fifteen minutes the trident of Neptune was 
wrested from the grasp of that heretofore invinci- 
ble Navy. 
vinecibility was so common, hardly a man out of 


At that time, sir, the idea of British in- | 


the Navy, perhaps, who did not believe that one | 


3ritish frigate could take two or three American 
frigates. Now, sir, in this state of public feeling 
—-with such odds against them, let me call up here 
before the Senate, some reminiscences of the past. 
Let me state one fact, if no more, to show the ob- 
ligation you are under, not only to the ship, but 
to the officer, and to illustrate the cause of this 
victory to have been the superiority of your men. 
You have as good materials now—but they must 


keep up with the progress, the improvement of | 


the age in which they live. 
** See the bold Constitution the Guerriere o’ertaking, 
While the sea from her fury divides.’ 
See, likewise, that haughty invincible British 
frigate lying to leeward am 


er easy sail, impa- | 


tiently waiting the encounter. See her crew, elated | 


with the remembrances of a hundred battles, in |! 


the hope, the joy, the expectation of an easy con- 
quest. Hear their shouts of anticipated triumph, 
only checked by the certainty of too easy a vic- 
tory. Now, sir, look to your own ‘ Constitu- 
tion.’’ See her bearing down to that frigate, that 
invincible frigate with St. George’s imperious and 
arrogant ensign. All is silent; no hurrying to or 
fro; no confusion—all ready to fight and to die for 
their country. Again, sir, on board the British 
ship all is bustle, and hurry, and exultation of 
anticipated victory. All is still and silent as death 
on board the Constitution. They could not hope 
for an easy victory; butthere they were. I speak 
not merely of their courage, but of their devotion 


to their country and to their flag; they resolved to | 
They bore down on the British frigate | 


do or die. 
without a whisper being heard on her peopled deck. 
They had heard of raking fires; they well knew 
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their destructive effect. They had heard of 

memorable tacties of the British Navy oan ~ 
perceived that the Captain of the British f “a 

was not to be satisfied with simply takine ng 
but he would do it in the most approved ms oo 
Steadily Hull goes down, nothing sania’ cr, 
British frigate fires a raking broadside and : = 
wore round and fired another. Steadily H, 
keeps his course. By-and-by the First |i, -_ 
of the Constitution asked Ca 
should return the fire. 
you lost any men?” 


f sieute; 
ptain Hull if 4, 
Hull inquired—«« H " 

he No, sir.”? iT) Was 
8 his course 
€N rounding 
dside ogings 


until he gets within pistol shot, and th 
to as if for a salute, with one broa 
the victory. 

Now, sir, some of these, perhaps, are AMonve: 
the men that you propose by this bill, unceremo. 
to put upon a retired list, and with them , 
would, perhaps, put some of the men who run fron 
the defense of the frigate Chesapeake. W 
you, sir, put men who; when the English hoor’. 
their ship, ran below, on the same list with 
gallant victors of the Constitution? Is that ine: 
Therefore I say, that the chairman of the Milne. 
Committee has, in my judgment, not well consi 
ered this bill, so far as it regards the Navy if 
we are to have a retired list, we should have two 
lists. We should have one which would be for 
such men as Hull, and such menas Morgan—the 
gentleman who was before the Senate yesterday 
on indictment by the Senator from New Hamp. 
shire. He is one of the most gallant men { ever 
knew,and when the Constitution got foul of the 
Guerriere, he went up into the mizen rigeine 
and having looked down, sung out to his shi. 
mates, ** They have all’run away from their cuns. 
let us board!”’? And this he did amidst showers 
of shot that fell around him. That was the ofr 
who was arraigned here yesterday. 

Sir, L ask the honotable chairman of the C 
mittee on Military Affairs to allow the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, who perhaps have reflected ; 
this subject as much as any other members pf this 
body, to take care of the interests of the*Navy { 
the present—let them have further trial. 

But I must in candor say, that thateommittee, 
I believe, are not ready to report on so impor! 
a matter as the reorganization of the Navy. T 
Navy has not only been important, but wit! 
these war resolutions and these war speeches ding 
ing in our ears day after day, I consider it mor 
important, at this time, than it ever has been. | 
is now, I will undertake to say, good for not! 
for the purposes of war; and I would rather ma} 
a motion now to abolish the Navy of the United 
States, than undertake to mend and patch it 
by piecemeal. J.et us go at it in good earnest 
and see what we can do for it. It has happened 
with the Navy, that since its first establishment 
there has never been any overhauling of its “per- 
sonnel.’? The Army has been pruned and culled 
two or three times, but the Navy has never been 
interfered with in that way. The Government 
has always acted on the presumption that a boy 
who entered the Navy when he was twelve years 
of age, was capable of commanding a ship and 
wearing+he epaulets of a captain whenever he was 
promoted in turn to that rank. Apply that rule to 
the pursuits of the world generally; take any 
hundred men who promised well in their yout, 
and how many of them will you find who heve 
realized the fond expectations of friends whet 
they arrived at the age of manhood. 

The thing speaks for itself. The Navy neets 
reforming, not only because it never has been re 
formed, but because most of those persons who 
could get an appointment in the Navy when boys 
are there now. The consequence of this syste" 
is, all the old officers who are in the service, must 
continue to fill the most important places, it °° 
unfit. They are of high character, and have re! 
dered the country great services, and should be 
honored, but not employed where younger me" 
would do better. They do not belong to the sel = 
of progress; they may be old men who have" 
thought it necessary to keep up with the constan 
progress of naval affairs in the world. They — 
be men of high honor, of great courage, of exe''® 
worth, men who maintained the honor and £°'Y 
of the country in the battle and the breeze. But, 
sir, old age has come; they must retire, but 
should bean honorable retirement. The ardor, the 
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